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THE 


Healing Attempt 
EXAMINED, &«. 


| H E Author begins with his Blefling. And without Conrrover- 
fie, a good Conceit therefore he ſeems to have of himſelf, who 

atremprs ro impoſe his Conceprions on the Judgment of thoſe 

Thirty Divines, ro whom he- preſents them, and ro perſwade 

them to Aboliſh that Government and Liturgy, ro which they have obliged 
#bemfelyes to live in, Obedience and Conformity by their Oaths and Sub- 
- Acriptions. And immediately ro his Blefling, he ſubjoyns what implies a 
Curſe, for loading'and  incfeafing 'the Burthens of their Non-conforming 
Brethren, though he',ſeems to exeuſe 4r, as being done againſt their wills. 
And gives it, as the Belief of his Brethren, That #o good will be done them 
by that Meeting or Convocation, ſeeing they lay, it # impoſſible that they, &c. 
How - this ſhould ſtimutare them to a greater earneſtnels . ro do what they 
believe and have made impoſſible ro be done, I cannot. fee; nor can the 
Author concetve, ſeeing heYhinks it unneceflary ro propound any other Ar- 
gument than whar is contained in the Tirle {z. e; F "Such a Moderation of 
Epiſcopacy, that the Power be kepr within the' line of our firkt Reformers, 
which will certainly deſtroy his Project, and confirm the. preſent Eftabliſh- 
ment, as to Epiſcopacy and Liturgy, from the ſtrict impoltion whereof he 
hopes to be freed. The Author complains of want of time and ſearch, to 


excuſe the ſlenderneſs of Its Atrempr: Bur if Mr. Fo-Humphryes be the Au-... 


* thor, I ſuppoſe he hath had ſufficient rime fince his renouncing his re-ordina- 
ion, which was about Twenty Years fince; and chat he had made his ſearch 
” before, he with the help of other his Non-Con-Brerhren, ſer forth their Re- 
ply to, the Defence of Dr. S:i/linzfieet, wherein' the chiefeit of his preſenr 
Arguments were then urged, and ſhortly after refuted; a5;by the following 
Acconnt will heregfrer appear. | 
He tells his Readers, That it 5 imp»ſſible for the Diſſenters to Unite, if it 
be fill affirmed, That the Biſhop and Presbyters are not of the ſame Order, © 
That the Power of Ordination # the ſole Prerogative of the Biſhops (1.e.) if ths 
Presbyeers may not Ordain as effetnally as the Biſhops; That the Ordinazzon by 
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Presbyters only s void, That the Ordaining them again by Biſhops i not re- 


ordination. This, {aith our Author, deſtroys rhe Church-flare, not only of 


the Diflenters, but of all other Proteſtants in the World ; which is a very 
large {trerch, ſecing there are many other Proteſtant Churches, who affirm 
and practice the fame things with the Church of Engiand; and yer he af- 
ierts, That if a comprehenſion may not Le had but on theſe terms, there can be 
none at all. However, jecing he makes his Appeal ro the Sentiments of 
the 'firit Reformers in'ithe days of Henry VII. Edward-VL and Queen 
El:zabeth, to them we will joyntly. ſubmir, becaule he ſays, thari rw1ll heat 
our Diviſions touching Church Government ; of which I doubt, ſcemg I have 
Reaſon ro ſay,they are not impartially propoſed by Mr.F.H.nor will be found 
to be to exactly the ſame with rhe Difſenters. So thar it the preſent Epiſ- 
copacy appear to be the fame as it was in the days of the firit Reformers, 
Martyrs, and Confeffors, and our Liturgy much more Reformed, though 
they accounted ir ſuch a Grievance, as neither rhey nor their Fathers could 
bear. 

Their Non Conformity. will fill lye under the interpretation of a peeviſh 
Humour and Obitinacy, though they do with the like Confidence pretend, 
that they have Antiquity as well as our firlt Reformers on. their fide ; it is a 
condeſcention in the Author ro acknowledge, that the Canons of Fames I. 
run another way, and to thoſe Canons the Clergy did conſent, as do the 
preſent Clergy; and if, as he fays, Arch-Biſhop T/her adhered to the firſt 
Reformers, we may yer hope for an Accommodation. As for the Opinions 
of particular Divines, I ſhall refer them to their due place, and-only intimate 
his Obſervaricn ro the Reader, Thar becaule Juriſdiction is given to the 
Dean and Chapter of Canterbury, during rhe Suſpention of the Arch-Biſhop, 
therefore they have alſo the Power of conferring Orders, when other Deans 
and Arch-Deacons.at{o have an Epiſcopal. Juriſdiction in rheir ſeveral pecu- 
liars, bur neither of them have the Power: of Orders; and fruſtra eft po- 
tertia que nunquam reducitur in atum. And St. Hierom expreſly approprt- 
ares Ordinartion to the Biſhops only. _ | | | 

As to Mr. Cl/erksor's Excellent Diſcourſe of Liturgies, I. ſhall recommend 
to the Reader's peruſal, whar hath been written by Biſhop Tay/cr, Dr. Ham- 
mond, and Dr. Faulkner, to. which-I may add Mr. Calvir's Epiltle to the Pro-- 
reor, and leave it to the Reader's dererminmion, whether a Liturgy of 
Exremporary Prayers are moſt agreeable to Publick Worthip. _ 

I agree with the Author in his Introduction, That our- Diviſions had too 
great a hand. in bringing us under thoſe Dangers, and keeping us in thoſe Fears 
which are ſtill: threatning us ; but that Indulgence and Comprehenſion toge- 


' ther wilt ſecure us, I much doubr, becauſe Experience hath taught the con- - 


trary ; and therefore, though Mr. F. H. apprehends a neceſſity, for the fa- 
ving of many. thouſand Souls, ro let in Men of more render Conſciences 
(Abſit invidia.) ro ſet open rhe Church-Doors wider, I think ir may be a 
meansto let in many:Adverſaries with a. few Friends. I know the Com- 


piaims-of. Difenrers have been bold and clamourous ever fince the Reign of 
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Queen Elizabeth ; and. great boaſts made of thew Numbers, and neye* 
louder than in rhe days of Charles the Firtt of Bleed Memory, where th© 
Martial Canons were planted to throw down the Ecclefia;tical, and rhe Pe” 
tirions of Difſenters worried that Good Prince and the Archbiſhop our of rheir 
Lives ; and therefore I think our Governours, both in Church and State, had 
more ju{t cauſe ro complain'of the Diflenters, than theſe of them ; whereof 
you ſhall hear a faller account from rhoſe whom the Aurhor mggrionerh, as 
Friends to his new Model. As to the Quotation from Sir Robert Cotton, I 
cannot much commend the ingenuity of Mr. F.-H. who in-the midit of it 
leaves out theſe words, ( after theſe words ) -— Duty ts their Sovereign : It 
thus proceeds : Therew:th ſtart up from among us ſome that might have = re- 
commended fer their Zeal, if it had been tempered with Diſcretion ; who. fore- 
running the Authority of the Magiſtrate, took. upon them in ſundry places, and 
publick'y to cenſure what agreed not mith their private conceits 3 with which 
groſs humours, vented in Pubpits and Pamphlets, moſt Men grew to be frozen mm 
Zeal, &. And the Marginal Note ſays, Some think, that if theſe Mens zeal 
had by cr-der been put to impley it ſelF otherwiſe, and a task ſet them to do ſome 
good and memorabie thing im the Church, they might have been reformed or made - 
karmleſs by diverſion. T deſire Mr. F. H. to conſider whar it is, and of whom 
Sir Rebcrt there ſpeaketh, and to give a Reaſon why -this -was inzerpoled. 
And to this Quoration I fall ſubjoyn another of Mr. R. B's in an-Epiltle ro 
his ſeparated Brethren, That thouſands are gone to Hell, and ten thouſands going 
after them ; wko would never have gone thither, if they had kept in the Commn- 
nion of ther Pariſh-Churches. 

Bur in the concluſion of the Introduction, he ſeems no way farisfied wizh 
the Propenſion of - our Governours to lay aſide the {tridt uſe of Ceremonies, 
and other more offenſive Impoſitions, unleſs this one thing may be granzed: ; 


- and, I think, ſuch a grant will þe ſtill accounted a grievance, (viz.) a de- 


claring the Government of the Church to be no other than what it was hetd 
and in:ended. by. the fir Reformers ; in th2 mean. time he avers, Thar thar 
Government which is really ef abliſhed by Law, is nor only inconſiſtent with, - 


and deliructive of that which was-ſerlcd in the Church'by the firlt Refor- 


mers, bur of the Church-ſtare of all otker-Proreſtants. This Duwrus Sermo. 
This is his endeayour as w the Reign of Henry the Eighth in his firſt Cha- 
ter. x | 

, Here-I-rhink fit to advertiſe rhe Reader, that the Materials for the new 
Model of Henry the Eighth's Biſhops, was firred (though Mr. F. H. complains - 
for want of time) above ſeven years ſince, and: the Scheme drawn-up by 
Mr. H. in's half Sheer, and offered ro a Parliament ;: and becauſe' he rook 
n0 notice of what was rhen ſaid in Anſwer ro. his Model, in a Ttact called, 
No Proteſtant, but the Diſſenters Plot, Printed 1682. He deferyes ro do - 
Pennance in a whole Sheer now ; and becauſe that Anſwer may be after (o - 
many years .become forgotten; er.rarely found ; I beg the Reader's leave - 
ro repeat ſo much of it as concerns the Stare of our Church, and rhe:Opr 
njon. of the Divines that rhen lived as ro Epiſcopacy ; becauſe our Author - 

| | lays : 
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lays the whole ſtreſs of his cauſe upon it ;- laying, That thu one thing ts the 
moſt effeftual expedient in the whole World, to promote his healing attempe ; 
wherein I ſhall joyn iſſue with him. Ir might be expected, that he ſhould 
have laid a ſure and ſolid Corner-ttone for his new Model, hecaule an error 
in the foundation doth ulually run through the whole Fabrick ; but this will 
appear to be nothing elſe but Slime and Sand ; thar is, in plain Engliſh, a 
confident Jmpoſture and Fiction of his own Brain ; for, p. 9. the account 
which this Author gives of that excellent Book, The Erudition of a Chriſtian 
Man, 1s this, That of theſe two Orders only, ( viz.) Prieſts and Deacons, Scri- 
pture makes. expreſs mention, and how they were conferred by the Apoſtles by 
Prayer and Impoſition of hands. "Thus faith Mr. H. There-are but two Orders 
only, (1. e.) Prieſts and Deacons, no third Order ; Biſhops therefore muſt be of 
the ſame Order with Prieſts. And again, That all ſuch lawful Power and Aus 
therity of any one Biſhop, Mr. H. adds, in a Parenthefis ( or Prieſt, for they 
are in the ſenſe of thele great Divines the ſame) over another were, and be 
given them by the Conſent, Ordinance, and poſitive Laws of Men, and not by 
any Ordinance of God in Holy Scripture. So far the neceſſary Erudition. 
Now that there may be a fair trial of this caſe, I ſhall ſer down from 
Dr. St:{lingfleet's printed Paper, the Opinions of thoſe Divines which con- 
ialred about our Reformation in Henry the*Eighth's days : concerning 
which I ſhall only mind the Diſfenters of an Obſervation of their own, 0:7. 
That thongh ſome of theſe Reformers were of different Opinions as to ſome Pornts 
mentioned in ths Manrſcript, yet they muſt be conſidered to have receded from 
them when they ſubſcribed the Neceſſary Erudition, being then all of that Fudg- 
ment which tx there deſcribed. 
The intent of Prinzing Dr. S::U:ngfleer's Manuſcript, containing the Reſo- 
lutions of the Archbiſhop and ſeveral Biſhops and Divines of ſome Queſtions 
concerning the Sacraments, was, as Dr. Burnet ſays, that it might appear 


with what maturity and care they proceeded im the Reformation. And the - 


Subſcriptions which were at the end of every mans Paper, he tells us, p. 242. 
were in this form: T. Cant. 'Ths # my Opinion and Sentence ; which I do 
not temerarionſly define, but do remit the Tudgment thereof wholly to your Ma- 
reſt—and as 1s alſo ſometimes exprefled, p. 201. without prejudice to the 
Truth, and ſaving always more better Fudgment : Cum faculrats eriam me- 
lius deliberandi in hac parte. Now this Conſultation was ſome years before 
the Book was publiſhed ; and if any of rhe Biſhops had been then of a con- 
trary Opinion, as the Dzſſenters obſerve that Archbiſhop Cranmer was in the 
caſe of Excommunicarion, inclining ro Eraſtianiſm, from theſe they muſt 
be conſidered ( ſay the Diſſenters ) ro have receded, becauſe they ſubſcri- 
bed the Nece//ary Erudition ; p. 8. This Manuſcript ſpeaks home to. our 
purpoſe in | 
Queſt. 9. Whether the Apoſtles lacking a higher power, 4s in not having a 
a Chriftian King among them, made Biſhops by that neceſſity, or by authority 
given by God ? 
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The Anſwer of the Archbuhop to this Queſtion, as indecd to many others, . 
is ſingular, and ditfers from the relt pf the Reformers ; being, as the Pre- 
facers themſelves do obſerve, meer Eraſtianiſm, p. 7. but from theſe alſo 
(as they fay of his Opinion concerning Excommunication, p. 8.) he mult 
be confidered to have receded, becauſe he ſubſcribed rhe Neceſſary Erndition ;. 
which being done on more mature deliberation, we ought ro impure nothing 
ro the Archbiſhop as his judgment in thoſe controverred Points, but whar 1s 


' there by him aſſerted. 1 ſhall therefore mention the Reſolutions of rhe reſt 


only as we find them in the Re-colleStion ; only of this firſt T ſhall ſpeak ar 
large. | | 
York. We find in SS. that the Apoſtles uſed the power to make Biſhops, 
Prieſts, aud Deacons ; which power may be grounded upon theſe words : Sicurt 
miſit me vivens Pater, fic ego mitto vos. And we verily think that they durſt 
not have uſed ſo high a power, unleſs they had had authority from Chriſt. But 
that their power to ordain Biſhops, Prieſts, or Deacons by Impoſition of hands, 
requireth any other authcrity than authority of God, tre neither read in $$. nor 
out of SS. 

London HI think the Apſtles made Biſhops by the Lam of God, becauſe Acts 
22. it 6 ſaid, In quo vos Spiritus Sanus poſyir. Nevertheleſs I think if 
Chriſtian Princes had been then, they ſhould have named by Right, and appoint- 
ed the ſaid Biſhops to thezr places. 1D _— 

Rocheſtcr. TI think that «he Apoſtles made Biſhops by authority given them 
From God. TR ; | = - 

Carljſle. That Chriſt made hs Apoſtles Prieſts and Biſhops, and that he 
gave them power to make others, it ſeemeth to be the very Trade of SS. 

Dr. Robertſon. T think the Apoſtles male Biſhops and Presbyters by divine 
authority, where the publick Magiſtrate did permit it. © | 

Dr. Cox. Although the Apoſttes had no authority to force any man to be 
Prieſts, yet ( they moved by the Holy Ghoſt ) had authority of God'to- exhort and 
induce men to ſt forth God's honour, aud ſo to make them Prieſts." 

Dr. Day. The Apeſtles ordained Biſhops by authority given them by God. 
Joh. 20. Sicur miſit me, &c. Tretn Joh. ulr. & Acts 20. & 1 Tim. 4. Pan- 
lus ordinavit Timotheum & Tirum, & preſcribit quales ille debeant ordi- 
3 I © ® yp x 38 OO hb 

Dr. Oglethorp. The Apoſtles by authority and command of God, did or- 
dain and inſtitute Biſhops, leave being defired and obtained from the Prince or 
Magiſtrate who was then chief. As I ſuppoſe. 

Dr. Redman. Chriſt gave his Apoſtles authority to make Biſhops and Mi- 
niſters.in hu Church, as he had received authority' of the Father to make them 
Biſhops. But if any Chriſtian Prince had then been, the Apyſtles had been 
and ought #0 have been obedient Subjefs, and would have attempted ncthing but 
under the permiſſion and aſſent of their earthly Governours. Tet was it meet 
that they which were ſpecial and ele&t Servants of our Saviour Chriſt, and were 
ſent by him to convert the Warld, and having mot abundantly the Holy Gheft 
#n them, ſhould have ſpecial ordering of ſuch Miniſtry as pertained to the plant- 
a. 
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ins and imcreafing of tho Faith : whereunto I daubt not but a Chriftian Prince 
of bn godly mind would mo#t lovingly have condeſcended. And it ts to be conſi- 
dered in thi Queftion, with other like, ths word making a Biſhop or Pric#, 
may be taken two ways : fer, underſtanding the word toordain or conſecrate, 
fo it 6 a thing which pertaineth to the Apyſtles- and their Succeſſours on!y ; but 
but if by thu word (making) be underſtood the appointing or naming to the 
Office, ſo it pertaineth ſpecially to the ſupreme Heads and Governours of the 
* Church, trhich be Princes. | 
Dr. Edgworth. The Apoſtles made Biſhops and Prieſts by authority given 
them of God, and not for lack of any higher power : notwithſtanding, where 
there ts a Chriſtian King or Prince, the Eleftion, Deputation, and Aſſignation 
of them that ſhall be Pricſts and Biſhops, belongeth to the King or Prince, ſo 
that he may forbid any Biſhop within hu Kingdom that he give no Orders, for 
conſiderations moving him ; and may aſſign him a time when he ſhall give Or- 
ders, 'and to whom.: Example of King David, 1 Chron: 24. dividing the Le- 
vites'into twenty four Orders, deputing over every Order one chief Biſhop ; 
preſcribing an Ordinal and Rule how they ſhould do their duties and ce 
and what Sacrifices, Rites and Ceremonies they ſhould uſe every day, as the day 
and time required. And his Son King Solomon diligently executed and com- 


manded the ſame uſages to be obſerved in the Temple, after he had erefed and þ. 


finiſhzed it, 2 Chron. 8. | 

Dr. Symmons. The Apoſties made Biſhops and Prieſts by authority given 
them of God. 

Dr. Treſham. The Apoſtles had authority of God to make Biſhops : yet if 
there had been a Chriſtian King in any place where they made Biſhops, they 
would and ought co have deſired authority of him for the executing of ſuch God- 
ly as ; which no Chriſtian King would have denied. 

Dr. Leighton. The. Apoſtles, as T ſuppoſe, made Biſhops by authority given 
to them of Chriſt : howbeit I think they would and ſhould have required the 
Chriſtian Princes cenſent and licenſe thereto, if there had been any Chriſtian 
Kings or Princes. 

Dr. Coren. The Apoſtles made Biſhops and Prieſts by authority given them 
of God : Notwithſtanding, if there had been a Chriſtian Kin; at that time, it 
had been their duties to have had his licenſe and permiſſion thereto. the 

Here you ſee they all affirm that the- Apoſtles, by authority from God, 
did make Biſhops as well as Prieſts and Deacons ; and that there needs no 
other authority for their Succeſſours to do the like, but what is given them 
of God. Now that they were diſtinct Orders, will appear by the next 
Queſtion. - | 

Queſt. io. Whether Bifhops or Prieſts were firſt ? and if the Prieſt were 
firſt, then the Prieſt made the Biſhop ? jy 

The Biſhop of St. Davids, my Lord elect of Weſtminſter, Dr. Cox, and 
Dr. Redman ay, That at the beginning they were all One. The Biſhops of 
York, London, RecheRer, Carliſle, DoCtors, Day, Treſham, Symmons, Oplethorp, 
be 1n other contrary Opinions. The Biſhop of Tork and Dr. Treſham _ 

thar 
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that rhe Apoſtles firſt were Prieſts, and after were mate Biſhops, when the 
overſeeing of other Prieſts was committed to them. My Lords of London, 
Dareſm, Carlifle, and Roohefter, Drs. Symmonds and Grayford, think that the 
Hpeſties were firſt Brſhops, and they after made other, Biſhops and Prieſts. 
Drs. Coren and Opvethorp ſay, Thar the Apoſtles were made Biſhops, and the 
ſroenty two were after made Priefts. Dr, Day thinks that Bijhops, .as they are 
now called, were before Prieſts. My Lord of London, Drs. Edzworth and 
Robertſon, think it no inconvenrence if a Prieſt made a Biſhop in that time. 

Queſt. 11. Whether a Biſhop hath Anthority to make a Prieſt by the SS. or 
no ? and whether any other but onely a Biſhop may make a Prieſt 2 

To the former part of the Queſtion the Biſhop of St. Dawds doth anſiwer, 
Thar Biſhops have ns authority to make Priefts, unlefi they be authorized 
of the Chriſtian Prince. The others do all ſay, That they be authorized of 
God. Yer ſome of them add, That they cannot nſe their Authority, without 
their Chriſtian Prince doth permit them. To the ſecond part, the Anfwer of 
the Biſhop of St. Davids is, That Lay-men have otherwhile made Prieſts. So 
doth Drs. Edgworth and Redman ſay, That Moſes, by a priviledge given him 
of God, made Aaron his Brother Prieſt. Drs. Treſham, Grayford, and Cox, 
lay, That Lay-men: may make Prieſts in tim# of neceſſity. The Biſhops of 
York, Dureſm, Rocheſter, Carlifle, Elect of Weſtminſter, Drs. Coren, Leigh- 
ton, Symmonds, ſeem to deny this thing : for they lay, They find not nor read 
not any ſuch Example. | 

Quelt. 12. Whether in the New Teſtament be "_ red any Confecration of 
4 os Prieſt, or onely pn to the Office be ſufficient ? 

The Biſhop of St. Davrds laich, That onely the appoinring. And Dr. Cox, 
Lhar onely the appointing cum manuum impolitione 2s ſufficient, without Con- 
ſecration. The Biſhops of York, London, Dureſm, Carhſle, Drs. Day, Coren, 
Leighton, ay ox Edzworth, Oxlethorp, fay, That Conſecration i requnfite. 
Dr. Redman laith, That Conſecration hath been from the Apnſt/es time, and in- 
ſtituted of the Holy Ghoſt, to confer Grace. My Lord of Rocheſter, Drs. Day 
and Symmons ſay, The Prieſthood s given per matnuum impoſitionem, and that 
by Scriprure ; and that Conſecration hath of tony time been received in the 
Church. | 

$o that in this Paper, which contains a previous Confultation { ſome years 
before ) to the rhings publiſhed in the Neceſſary Erndition, they did general- 
ly agree, That the Office of Biſhops is mentioned in Scriprure 3 That they 
were of a ſuperiour Order to Prietts; That the Apoſtles made Biſhops by 
authority from God, and left rheir Succefſours power to do the like. And to 
this they all ſubſcribed in the Neceſſary Erudition. | 

Much more might be added from fome publick Writings of that Ape, of 
which I ſhall name bur one or two 3 as firft, rhe Book called Ref»matio Le- 
gum Eccleſiaſticarum ; a deſign firſt begun by King Henry the Eighth, pro- 
ſecuted by Edward rhe Sixth, as by their rwo Orders prefixed to rhat Book, 
doth appear; and commirted to the care of thirty two Divines and Cior- 
l:ans, the Arch-Biſhop being the chief; wherein ir is ordered, That to the 

B Biſhop 
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(10) 
Biſhop all are to give Obedience according to the Word of God, p. 98. Epiſcopo 
qui Eccleſie preficitur, non folum Decanus, Archidiaconus, Archipresbyeer, & 
reliqui Miniſtri parebunt, &c. And cap. 16. Ep:ſcopi, quoniam inter cete- 
ros Eecleſie Miniſtros, locum principem tenent, ideo ſana DoArina gravis au- 
thoritate atque provido conſi/io debent unteriores Ordines Cleri regere ac paſ- 
cere. Dr. Burnet, p. 71. of the ſecond parr, ſays, It is plain that Cranmer 
had quite laid aſide thoſe ſingular Opinims which he formerly held of the Ec- 
clefiaſtical Functions : for now im a Work of his own, without the concurrence 
of any cther ( (peaking of his Catechiſm ) he fully ſets forth their Divine In- 
ſtitution. 

And now I ſhall confider how agreeable their Deſign is ro the Ancient 
Coni.itution of our Government abour matters Eccleliaitical, which (as they 
fay ) is very excellently deſcribed in (the Book called) The neceſſary Doftrine 
and Erudition of a Chriſtian-man, compoſed by ſeveral Biſhops and other great 
Doors, and approved by Authority in the days of King Henry the Eighth. The 
Diſſenters cannor have a greater Reverence for that Book than the Co/formifts 
have, as to the Conſtitution of our Church. And to cerroborate this Aurho- 
rity, they add thar of another excellent Book { iz. ) Dr. Burnet's Hiſtory of 
the Reformation ; for which, as they obſerve, the whole Kingdom have given 
the Doftor thanks : And I ſhall think the worſe of theſe Dsſſenters, if they 
will not do the ſame. P. 16, From theſe Books they atrempr to prove, that 
the eſtabliſhing a Parochial or Congregational -Churcl-Diſcipline (rhe great 
thing which 'the Diſſenters deſire) may be done conſiſtently with the Ancient 


| Conſtitution of the Government of this Realm, fo the fixing the deſired, firm, 


and laſting Union. P. 11. If this appear, the Diſſenters may well boaſt 
that they are the Genuine Sons of the Church of England, as it was ſetled 
by the firſt Reformers ; and that they have been ( as they complain) muſ- 
repreſented as Enemies both to Church and State 3 as if the adhering to old Pro- 
teftant Principles about Church-Diſcipline * had been the Overt Act of a Spirit 
ſeditious and phanatical, p. 179. To theſe rwo they have appealed for the 
truth of their Aſertion; and .I hope they will nor ſhew themſelves ſuch 
double-minded men, as to be unſtable in all their ways, and nor ſtand tro 
the Evidence and Arbitration of theſe rwo Authorities produced by them- 
felves. And if the reducing of us to the Ancient Conſtitution of Church- 
Government and Diſcipline in rhis Realm, may fix the deſired, firm, and 


laſting Union, it will be ſtill the Dſſenrers faulr that we are not all agreed. 


In that Fudicious Tra *tis manifeſt (lay the Diſſenters, p. 2. ) 


1. That Church-Government is Jure Divino. Be ir fo. | 
2. That to the conſtituting ſuch a Church-Government, thoſe Church-Officers 
onely are neceſſary who are mentioned in the New. Teſtament. This is alſo. 
ranted. 
: 3. That in the New Teftament there is mention made of no other Church- 
Officers but Priefts and Deacons, This is ſub judice. _ . 
4. That 
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4. That Biſhops or Prieſts, the ſole Governours of the Church, are of on: 
and the ſame Order. This allo is to be determined. \S 


. To all rhis I ſhall oppoſe a ſhort Syllogiſm, v1. 
Thar Church-Government which is mentioned in the New Teftamenr 
( by the Compilers of the Neceſſary Erudition ) is Fure Divins.” 
Bur the Church Government mentioned, &c. is by Biſhops, Prieſts, and 
Deacons. | 
Ergo, the Church-Government by Biſhops, Priefts , and Deacons, is Fure 
Divmo, according to the Neceſſary Erudition. | 

Ir chanced that on reading this Preface, I had at hand that ancient Book, 
printed in Engliſh 1543. and fer forth by the King's Authority, as appears 
by the Preface. I had allo a Tranſlation of the fame” Book into elegant 
Latine, printed the following year, viz. 1544. This Lartine Book hath 4 
Preface more than I find in the Engliſh, which ſeems to be compiled by rhe 
Arch-Biſhop and the reſt of the Reforming Clergy, who give us this reaſon 
of rhe rran{lating it into Latine : Quam Inſtitutionem ( Lefor Carifſime)  11- 
luſtriſſms ſmmul & Religioſiſſimi Principis mnduſtria primum vernaculo ſermone- 
editam, nos nunc in Latinum verſam in lucem damus ; Quod indignum duxi- 
mus ut hoc pacificande Eccleſie ſtudium, & exemplum quo Regia Majeſt as 
:mmortalem ſibi gloriam promerita eſt in obſcuro lateret,. ac non potius orbs 
antverſs, quo ceters Principes ad ſimilem companende Religionis zelum exci- 
tentur innoteſceret : (8. e. ) Which Erudirion firſt publithed in Engliſh by the 
Induſtry of our moſt Illuſtrious and Religious Prince, we now publiſh in 
Latine 3 as thinking ir an unworthy thing, that the care and 'good Example 
of pacifying the Church, whereby His Majeſty hath deſerved ;immortal 
Glory, ſhould lie hid, and not be known ro the World, ro ſtir up other 
Princes to the like Zeal. Ib | 

From: whence I defire the Reader to obſerve, thar this Book being ſer 
forth a year after the Engliſh one, and being ſomewhat explained and in- 
larged, as intended to inform the Foreign Churches with the matter and 
order of our Reformation, is of the two -the more exact and perfect, as. 
containing rheir ſecond Thoughts and final Refolurions. The place quored 
out of thar Book, is that which concerns The Sacrament of Orders ; which, 
( ay they ) are given of God to Chriſtian men by the Conſecration- and Impe- 
ſition of the Biſhops hands. And doubtleſs King Henry would have been 
very much in wrath with any that ſhould have denied the Order of Biſhops 
tro be Sacramenral, when by rheir hands, and by a pewer given them of God, 
as is their aſſerted, orher Orders were to be conveyed. 

But ſecondly, I obſerve, that whereas that Book namerh Biſhops And 
Prieſts as two diſtin&t Orders, theſe Diſſenters, by a little trick (learnt of 
the Jeſuits ) of changirg a ſmall ſyllable, would alter the ſenſe of the whole 
Chaprer : for four or five times in the ſecond and third pages, the Ds/ſen- 
ters name Biſhops Or Prieſts, making them one and the fame thing ; which 


the Reformers in rhar Chapter of Orders do diſtinguiſh as rwo diftin&t Ot- 
B 2 ders; 
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ders ; and eight times at leaſt read Biſhops And ( not Or) Prieſts in ſenſu 
diviſo. In the firlt place- it is ſaid, thar Sr. Paul did confecrate and order 
Prieſts and Biſhops; for which they quote 1 Tim. 4. (z.e. ) Jure Divino. 
And again, as the Apoſtles themſelves did order Prieſts and Biſhops, 1a they 
appointed and willed other Biſnops after them to da the like; for which they 
quote Tzts 1. and 1 Tim. 5. Which is another Proof our of the New Te- 
ftiamenr. In another place they tay, thar the Prieſts and Biſhops in the exe- 
cution of their Office and Miniſiration, do uſe and exerciſe the power and au- 
thortty of God committed unto them. And ro name bur one place more ( for 
I ſhall quore thoſe onely which in the fenſe of thoſe Reformers ( and our 
_—_— t59) prove the Order of Biſhops to be diſtinct from thar of Prietts, 
and of Divine Inſtitution) ſpeaking of the power of the Prince over Bi- 
ſhops and Prieſts, they ſay, that the Prince zs to overſee and cauſe the ſaid 
Biſhops and Prieſts to execute their Paſtoral Office truly and faithfulp, and 
ſpecially in thoſe points which by Chriſt and his Apoſiles were given and com- 
mitted to them. So that ir is undeniable thar Biſhops are mentioned as Church- 
Officers in the New Teſtament by this excellent Book, and conſequently are. 
neceflary ro ſuch a Church-Government as is Fure Divino, according 'ro the 
tirft and ſecond Afﬀertion of the Difſenters. 

. Ler us inquire therefore how they derive their third Afﬀertion from this 
Book ; which is, Thar #2 the New Teſtament there us mention made of no other 
Church-Officers but Prieſts and Deacons. ( Fo which words they immediately 
add) That no other Government s of Divme Right, + but what #% under the 
conduft of Biſhops or Prieſts, and that the New Teſtament mentioneth no other : 
Which grants that Biſhops are mentioned in the New Teſtament as well as 
Prieſts; But the Ds/ſenters will not grant them ro be mentioned in the ſenſe 
of the Reformers ( that is) as a diſtinct Office, and having a Superiority: 
over Prieſts and Deacons : for in rhe 

Fourth Aſertion they ſay, Thar Bifhops or Prieſts, the ſole Governours of 
the Church, are of one and the ſame Order. For proof whereof, they quote 
theſe words out of the Neceſſary Erudition, ( viz. ) That Biſhops, or Prieſts 
and Deacons, are the onely Orders mentioned in the New Teſtament—— And 
that of theſe two Orders onely, ( 1. e.) Prieſts and Deacons, Scripture maketh 
expreſi- mention. To which I anſwer, That ir is no-where ſaid in the Ne- 
cefſary Eruditiony, That Biſhops or Prieſts, the ſole Governours of the Church, 
ave of one and the ſame Order: And that this Aﬀertion is contradicted by 
the following Quotation upon which they ground ir, { viz.) That Biſhops, 
or Prieſts and Deacons are the onely Orders mentioned im the New Teſtament. 
For throughout that whole Chaprer, the Reformers make as plain a diſtin- 
ation betwen Biſhops and Prieſts, as between Priefts and Deacons. 

I do therefore reject the firſt Afﬀertion as a Fiction of their own, not ro 
be found in the Neceſſary Erudition, nor in the practice of the Authors of it, 
which could beſt expound their meaning, viz. That Biſhops or Prieſts are of 
one and the ſame Order. PS 
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As to the ſecond, viz. That of theſe rwo Orders onely ( 1. e. ) of Prieſts 
and Deacons, the Scripture maketh mention; I hope to give ſuch a plain and 
genuine ſenſe of the Authors, as our D:ſſenters (notwithſtanding all their 
Prejudices and Evaſions ) ſhall not be able ro deny. And { becauſe, Quz 
bend diſtingutt, ben? docet ) I deſire them to obſerve this dittin&tion of the 
word Order, which fignitieth either the Power and Faculry conferred by the 
Apoſtles hands; or the Modus, the Rite and Ceremony of Impoſition' of 
Hands and Prayer, by which ir was conferred. The firit is properly Order, 
and the ſecond, as they rerm it, Ordering or Ordination. ow I will not 
difpute in which ſenſe our Reformers uſe the word Order in this place ; rhe 
Conrexr will ſhew rhat : Bur ler the Dsſſenters rake it in which fenſe they 
will, it will be fo far from eſtabliſhing, 'thar it will overthrow their Propo- 


- firions, That B:ſhops and Prieſts are one and the fame Order ; and that of theſe 


two onely Scripture maketh expreſs mention. 

I grant therefore, that this ſecond ſentence is found intire in that Book, 
(viz. ) Of theſe two Orders onely, ( i. e. ) Prieſts and- Deacons, - Scripture mar- 
keth expreſs mention. Bur had theſe men been ſo ingenuous as to quote the 
whole Paragraph, or to judge of the ſenſe of this Exprefiion, which is ſome+ 
what dark, by thoſe which were more plain, whereot ſome go before, and. 
others follow that fentence, and all declare Biſhops to be a diftin&t Order, 
and to be mentioned in the New Teſtament ; they would never have had 
the confidence fo ro expole theſe learned Reformers, as if they tad contra- 
dicted themſelves in the ſame breath, and profeſſed their Judgment ta be 
contrary to their Practice, 4n a Book of that.importance, written with great - 
Advice and:Deliberation, and publiſhed ro give the World an accaunt of rhe - 
Reformation. Could their Popiſh Adverfaries of that Age have fixed ſuch 
an Opinion and Contradiction on them, rhey ſhould have heard of it as. 
loudly as we have of the Nags head Fable : but they had not the confidence - 
ro feign them guilty of that Opinion which theſe Diſſenters would force on 
them whether they will or no. For the Papiſts of that Age' knew that Lex - 
currit cum praxi, and that the Reformers exerciſing Epiſcopal Authority. 
over the Presbyters within their ſeveral Diocefſes, was a clear proof that- 
they judged their Order to be fuperiour to that of Prieſts, and that by Di- 
vine Inſtirution ( as-in the four places aboye-menrioned doth appear. ) 

Bur to clear this Objection, I ſhall firſt examine rhe place quoted as it- 
s entire, Secondly, 1 ſhall ſhew the ſenſe of ir from the Lartine Tranſlation, 
which is the beſt Commentary, And thirdly, from the received. Opinion. 
of other Divines of that Age. And fourthly, I ſhall give you Dr. Burner's . 
Opinion of the whole martrer. 

Fir#, The place quoted fays thus : Of theſe rwo Orders onely (i. e.) Prieſts. 
and Deacons, Scripture maketh expreſi mention, and how they were conferred 
of the Apoſtles by Prayer and Impoſition of their Hands : and ta theſe two the Pris. 
mitive Church did add and conjoyn certain other inferiour and lower degrees, 
& Subdeacons, Acolytes, Exorciſts, with divers other, of the which mention #- 
made both of the moſt Ancient Writers that we have in the Church of —_ | 
after - 
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after the Apoſties ; as alſo in divers old Councils, and namely, in. the fourth 
Council of Africk, in which St. Auguſtine was preſent 3 where all the kinds of 
Orders which were then in the Church be rehearſed. Now though what hath 
been obſerved from the Context, might be enough to farisfie all Perſons that 
were not maliciouſly diſpoled to quarrel with thoſe Refarmers, as it they 
contradicted rhemielves, and overthrew thar Epiſcopal Order #1 Theft, which 
-- they maintained # Praxt ; yer this Paragraph is 1o clear by its own light, 
that they muſt needs wink with both eyes that could nor ſee the fenſe of the 
Reformers in it. 

Firſt then, the ſcope of the Paragraph ought ro have been conſidered , 
which is to ſpeak of ſuciz Orders as were znferzour to the Apoſtles and Biſhops 
in Scripture-rimes 3 of which they fay that expreſi mention #s made in Scrip- 
ture onely of theſe two, ( 1,e. ) Prieſts and Deacons : To which rwo, though 
rhe Church added other inferiour and lower degrees mentioned in Ancient 
Writers (yer there is no mention of them in the Scripture, bur) in ſome 
old Councils, and namely, in the four African, where all the kinds of Ocr- 
ders be rehearſed. Now in thar Council you may find the ſeveral Rites of 
Ordaining. 1. Biſhops, 2. Presbyters, 3. Deacons, 4. Subdeacons, 5. Aco- 
lythi, 6. Exorciſts, Te And Canon 27. Ut Epiſcopus de loco ignobile ad no- 
bilem non tranſeat, nec quiſquam mferiors ordinis Clericus : Inferiorts vero 
gradus Sacerdtes poſſunt conceſſione ſuorum Epiſcoporum ad alias Eccleſias mi- 
grare. So that in the Judgment of thar Council, Prieſts were an inferiour 
Order to Biſhops ; and conſequently they were ſo in the Judgment of our 
Reformers, who quore it to that end. See Binius, Tom. 1. p. 728. 

This alfo appears from the Mzslevitan Council, which is alſg quoted by 
the Reformers, in which St. Auguſtine was alſo preſent 3 wherein a Canon 
was made, Quo prohibiter ne Presbyteri, Diaconi, vel ceteri inferiores Clerici 
in cauſis ſuis ulla extra Africam adeant judicia. So that by both theſe Coun- 
cils, Prieſts as well as Deacons are proved to be inferiour to Biſhops : which 
was the thing intended by our Reformers in that Paragraph. 

go that when theſe Diſſenters ( from this paſſage; ( vz,) that of theſe 
two Orders onely, ( i.e.) Prieſts and Deacons, Scripture maketh expreſi men- 
fin) do in the words immediately following infer, That al! others (mean- 
ing particularly that of Biſhops) were afterward added by the Church, p. 2. 
and name this inference as if it were the very words of rhar excellent Book, 
is no leſs a ſin, than the bearing falſe witneſs againſt them ; for they trear 
onely of other inferiour and lower degrees. So thar if the word Order be 
taken in the firſt ſenſe, for the power or faculry of adminiftring holy things 
conferred by the Biſhops, it is their plain ſenſe, Thar the Scripture maketh 
expreſs mention of theſe two inferiour Orders onely, ( i. e. ) Priefts and Deacons, 
and not of Subdeacons, Acolyres, &c. 

Moreover, two things eſpecially ſeem deſigned by the Reformers con- 
cerning the Sacrament of Orders: The firſt is to ſhew that Biſhops are of 
Divine Inftitution, and had nor their dependance on the Pope, whom his 
Fayourizes made the only Biſhop, and all the reſt deriving their power _ 
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( 15 ) 
authority from him. The ſecond was to ſhew, that of all thole ſeven Or- 


ders which were made Sacramental, onely thoſe of Biſkops, Prieſts, and 
Deacons had foundation in Scripture 3 the reſt were added in after-times. 


' And to contirm bork thele, they deſcribe the manner of ordaining both Bi- 


ſhops, Prietts, ane Deacons in the Holy Scriprure, to diſcharge ir trom thoſe 
ſaperſtirious Ceremonies introduced by the Pope, and made neceſſary to 
their Ordination. As tor the Syperioricy of Bithops to Prieits, there is no 
queition made, much leſs of raeir identity or ſamereſt of Office. 

For the Divine Right of Biihops, they aſlerr it in tour ſeveral places, thar 
they have ir from Chritt ; and prove it by Scripture, and from thence inter 
this Conclution, That whergas the Biſhop of Rome hath heretofore claimed 
and uſurped ro be Head and Governour of all Biſhops and Prieits of the Ca- 
tholick Church, by the Laws ot God ; it is eviden: that his Power is urterly 
feigned and untrue, and was neither giyen him by God in Holy Scripture, 
nor allowed by the Fathers in Ancient General Councils, nor by content of 
the Cotholick Church. And they declare, Thar the Aurhoriries, Powers, 
and Juriſdictions of Patriarchs, Primates, Arch-bithops; and Metropolitans, 
were given them by the potitive Laws of men onely, and nor by any Or- 
dinance of God in Holy Scriprure. And the power uſurped by any one 
Biſhop over another, (nor given him by the Conſent of men ) is no lawful 
Power, bur plain Uſurpation and Tyranny : Which they prove from the 
Ancient Councils and Fathers againtt the Pope. Sccondly, "They ſhew, that 
of thoſe ſeven Orders owned by the Church of Rome as Sacramental, onely 
Biſhops, Priefts, and Deacons, had their Inſtirurion in the Holy Scriprure ; 


| andthat Subdeacons, Acolytes, Exorcitts, &c. were added by the Church, 


as alſo the Rites and Ceremonies by which they were conferred. And third- 
ly, ro confirm whar they had faid, they deſcribe the manner of ordaining 
Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, to clear ir from thoſe ſuperſtitions Ceremo- 
nies brought in by the Church of 'Rome ; as the Ring and Crofier-ſtaff, ſe- 
veral Unctions and Garments, fome of which muſt come from Rome ; where- 
as the Scriprure mentions onely the impoſition of Hands and Prayers. In 
theſe words, Of theſe two Orders onely, (1. e. ) Prieſts and Deacons, the Scri- 
pure maketh expreſi mention 3 and how they were conferred of the Apoſtles by 
Prayer and impoſition of their Hands. And evident it is to me, that bythe 
word Orders they intended onely the manner of Ordaining, not the diftin- 
ion of Orders: for they all held-rthe Superioriry of Biſhops ro Prieſts. 
And this will appear, firſt, from the word uſed by rhe Latine Tranflation,.. 


which is, De hs tantum Ordinationibus, of theſe Ordinations ocely, not ef 


theſe rwo Orders onely, the Scripture makes mention, and defcribeth the 
manner of conferring them. And doubtleſs thoſe learned'men did nor con- 


found the words Ordo and Ordinatio. For the underftanding whereof, I 


ſhall explain the Engliſh Edition by the Larine. 

Thus in the beginning they fay, That theſe Orders were given by the Con- 
fecration and Impoſition of the Biſhops hands: [ Per Conſecrationem & Impo= 
ſtionem manum. Epiſcopi.} And as the Apoſtles themſelves in the —_ 


kS 3 
of the Church did order Prieſts and Biſhops 3 ſo they willed the other Bij- 
thops ro the like. Thus the Latine Book : &*r Quemadmodum A4poſtols ip/i 
Epiſcopss © Presbyteros Ordinaverunt, ita, eoſdem etiam inſtitusſJe ut in po- 
flerum ſuccedentes Epiſcops enndem ordinandi morem 2 Eoccleſia ſervarert. 
Again, Here 5s © be noted, That although this Form before declared is to be ob- 
ſerved in giving Orders, &c. in the Lartine, Quanguanm autem. hunc in modum 
Scriptura Ordinationes fieri in{tituit. Again, Thus we , have briefly touched 
the Ordering, nt the Orders of Priefts and Biſhops. The Latine, HaRenus 
quidem de Ordinatione Presbyterorum. Neither ſpeak of the Order, but Or- 
derinsg. Moreover, touching the Order of Deacons, we read A&s 6. thar 
rhey were ordered and inſtitured by rhe ſame Apoltles by Prayer and Im- 
polition, of their hands. The Larine, Fam'vero preter Epiicopos & Sacer- 
dotes, Diaconorum eriam Scriptura meminit, eradizque hos ab Apoitolis per 
Orationem & manuum impoſitionem ordinatos & inftitutos fuiſſe. Aﬀter all 
which it followerh, Of theſe two Orders onely, ( which I cannot underſtand 
( the premites being conſidered )- in any other ſenſe than as the Latine ren- 
ders.1r) Of theſe Ordinations onely, and how they were conferred, the 
Scriprure makerh mention, That they were conferred by Prayer and Impo- 
firion of hands. Nor can it be thought that by the mentioning the »anner 
of ordaining Biſhops and Prieſts to be rhe ſame, thar therefore the Reformers 
rhought rhe Order to be the ſame ; becauſe rhe Deacons were ordained in 
the ſame manner, and yet it is granted that they were diſtinct Orders And 
tor the diltinCtion of the Orders of Prieſts and Biſhops, enough had been 
ipoken before, and their preſent practice did demonſtrare whar their Opi- 
nions wefe. | . : = - 

If any defire farther farisfaction in theſe things, ler him read xhe Caluiſts 
de Sacramento Ordinis, where this diſtinction is obyious : Ordo fiznificat vel 

:pſam poteftatem, vel Ordinationem qui poteftas datur. And they may find 
that Bellarmine, and generally the Feſuits, reckon Biſhops and Prielts to be 
bur one Order, as our-Dsſſenters would have it: and among the later School- 
men it was made a Queſtion, An Epriſcopatus ſit Ordo a Presbyteratu diftin- 
flus ; and they generally hold that they are one in Genere Sacerdotis, but are 
diftinct-in Specze, the Epiſcopal Character including that of a Prieſt ; and 
ſo rhey hold that Sohum Sacerdotium eft Ordo © Sacramentum. So they dif- 
pare againi the Impofition of hands in Ordination of Prieſts; and the uſual 
torm was-by deliveting the Patine and Chalice, with Bread and Wine, with 
theſe words : Accipe poreFatem- offerends Sacrificia pro vivis & mortnis, In 
nomine Patris, &c. And they affirm, ' Thar the Pope can create a Biſhop or 
Prieft, onely by ſaying, Be-thou a Biſhop or Prie#--— A Deacon is ordained 
by delivering of the Goſpels into his hatnds, and the Subdeacon by delivery 

.of an empty Patine and Chalice : Which ſuperſtitious uſes our Reformers 
would deitroy, and reduce to the Apoſtalical Practice. 

One Argament more theſe Di/ſenters tnenrion from the Neceſſary Erndirion, 
as good as the reſt, p. 3. The Order of a Biſhop or Prieft ts one and the ſame, 
wig Ojfice rs not wne!y:te preach and admimiter Sacraments, but moreover to 


exerciſe 
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exerciſe Diſcipline, namely, in afſoyling and loofing from. fin ſuch as be truly 

tent, and in excommunicating the obſtinately vicious ; where from the 
Community of ſome Offices, they would argue to the equality of rhe Or- 
ders: though nothing is more evident, than that the Biſhops of rhis Age re- 
ſerved the power of Confirmation, Ordination, and Dioceſan Furiſdition to 
chemſelves, as their Right Fure Divino, as will yer fusther appear. Bur 
no-where doth the Neceſſary Erudition ſay, That the Order of a Biſhop or 
Prieſt is one and the ſame, as they ſophiſtically infer : And rhey may 2s 
well affirm ir to be the ſence of the Council of Trent, as of our Reformers, 
who uſe almoſt rhe ſame words, Non ſolum Sacerdotibus, ſed £9 de Diacong, 
Sacre Litere apertam mentionem faciunt. 

I cannog conceive what ground theſe Difſenters had to fix this Errour of 
theirs upon, unleſs an unwary Expreiſion of Dr. Burnet's ; who perhaps con- 
fidering che Arch-biſhop's Judgmenr,more rhan rhe Judgments of the rett,doth 
aſſert the ſame as the Diſſenters-do : Bur if they had ir trom him,they had alſo 
in him a correction of rhis Error ; and ir was far from the ingenuity of true 
Proteſtatit Divines;o publiſh rhe Error,and conceal theConfuration of ir. Thus 
then Dr. Burnet diſcovers the whole Intrigue,Dr.Burner,p.336.of the firſt part, 
That both in thi Writing (4.6. Dr. Stillingfleet's Manuſcript) and in the Nece/< 
ſary Erudition of a Chriſtian man, Biſhops and Prieſts are ſboken of as ons and 
the ſame Office. Bur Dr. Burnet adds, In the ancient Church they knew none 
of thoſe ſubti'ties which were found out in the later Ages ; it was then thought 
enough that a Biſhop was to be dedicated to bis Funiion by a new Impoſition of 
hands, and that ſeveral Offices could not be performed without a Biſhop, ſuch 


| «s Ordination, Confirmation, &c. But they did not refine in theſe matters [5 


much as to enquire whether Biſhops and Prieſts differed in Order and Office, or 
only in degree : But after the School-men fell to examine matters of Dignity 
with logical and unintelligible Niceties, the Canonifts began to comment upon 
the Rules of the Ancient Church, they ſtudied to make =, and Prieſts ſeem 
very near one to another, ſo that the difference was but ſmall. They did it wit. 
different deſigns : The School-men having ſet up the grand Myſtery of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, were-to exalt the Prieſtly Office as much as was poſſible 3 for the 
turning of the Hoft into God, was ſo great an ation, that they reckoned there 
could be no Office hig her than that which qual:sfied a man to ſo mighty a per- 
formance. Therefore as they changed the form of Ordination from what it was 
anciently believed to conſift in, (viz.) Impeſition of hands, to a delivering of 
Sacred Veſſels ; and held that a Prieft had hx Orders by that Rite, 'not by the 
Impoſition of hands : So they raiſed their Order or Office ſo high, as to make 
it equal with the Order of a Biſhop. But as they deſigned to exvol the Order 
of Prieſthood, ſo the Canoniſts had as great a mind to depreſs the Epiſcopal Or- 
der 3 they penerally wrote for preferment, and the way to it, was to extol the 
Papacy : Neothing could do that ſo effeFually, as to bring down the power of Bi- 
ſhops ; this only could Juſt ifie the Exemptions of the Monks and Friars, the 
Popes ſetting up Legantine Courts, and receiving at firſt Appeals, ard then 
Original Canſes.befere them, togerher with many other Enrroachments on the 
Fin 
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C18 ) 
Furiſi;fion of Biſhops 3 all which mere un/awful, if the Biſhnps had by Di- 
vine Right Furiſaiftion in their Dioceſſes : Therefore it was neceſſary ta lay them 
as low as could be, and to make them think that the power they held was ratber 
ai delegates of the Apoſio'ich, See, than ty a Commiſſron from Chriit or by Apo- 
ſiies. Ss that they lecked on the degiaring Epiſcepal Authority to be of Divine 
Right, as a blow that wou'd be fatal to the Court of Rome 3 therefore the 

did after ths at Trent, uſe all poſſivie exdeavours to binder any ſuch Deciſion : 
it having been then tie common Stule of that Ape, to reckon Biſhips and Prieſts 
as the ſame Ojf ce, it is no wonder if at this time the Clergy of thr Church, 
the greateFt part of them being ſtill leavened with the old Superfl iti, and the 
reft of them not having enough of ſpare time to examine leſſer matters, retain 
ftill the former Phraſes in ths particular. 

This might have been ſufficient ro correct the forwardneſs of our D:/- 
ſenters ro comply with the Papitts in this new Norion of Biſhops or Pricits 
as one Order ; bur becauſe thcy abared nothing of their confidence by this, 
I ſhall mind them of that ſeverer Reprimand of the Doctor's, for which in 
their behalf I give him hearty thanks, for I think he ſhall have none from: 
them. Ir is in theſe words (N. B. ) 

On thi; T have inſiſted the more, that it may appear how little they have con- 
ſidered things, who are ſo far carried with their Zeal againft the eſtabliſhed 
Geverrment of this Chiach, as to make much uſe of ſome paſſages of the School- 
mum and Canoniſts that deny them to be diftm& Orders: for theſe are the wery 
dregs of Popery ( N. B.) the one raiſing the Prieſts higher for the ſake of Tran- 
lubltantiation, the other pulling the Biſheps lower foltthe ſake of the Popes Su- 
premacy, and by ſuch means bringing them aimoft ta an equality. So partial 
are ſme men to their particular Conceits, that they make uſe of the mot miſ- 
chicvous Topicks when they can ſerve their turn, not conſidering how much far- 
ther theſe Arguments will run 1f they ever admit them. 

So that although the Phraſe of Przeſts or Bifhops. might have been uſcd in 
former times, as it was in a Paper printed among the Aadenda ro the firtt 
part of the Doctor's Hittory, p. 324. which Paper was written abour fix 
years before the Neceſſary Erudztion, as is proved, p. 365. of the firlt part: 
Yer when our Di/ſenters read (as no doubt they did) theſe Remarks of 
the Doctor's concerning the riſe and miſchievous rendences of it, their pre- 
fumprion in urging it from that Paper where it is fo ſhamefully condemned, 
is as unpardonable as their endeavour to faſten ir on the Neceſſary Erudition, 
where the contrary is evidently afſerted. 


And is this the great Reverence that our Diſſenters have for the firſt Re- 


formers, thus to wreſt and abuſe their Writings, by altering their Words, 
curtailing their Sentences, and repreſenting them as contradicting themſelves, 
as well as the Univerſal Church in all Ages before them, in ſuch an excel- 
tent Book, and to object that againit them, which their Adverſaries, who 


watched for iuch an advantage, could never find ? .This is no otherwiſe to. 
honour them, than to call them to a ſecond Martyrdom, more inglorions . 


and hateful to them rhan the firft: And yer thele Dzſſenters could nor bur 
know, 
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know, that all they who had a hand in compiling 'that Book, were either 
Dioceſan Biſhops, or ſuch Divines as lived in a willing ſfubmitſicn to thein. 
And theſe rhings are ſufficient ro ſhew, that the Dsſſenters are more genume 
Sons of ſome other Church, than of the Church of England according 10 
its Primitive Conſtirurion. | 
And-rhus the Declaration mentioned by our Author to be ſubſcribed by 
Tho. Cromwell, &c. which ſays, That in the New Teſtament there is 10 men- 
tion made of any degrees or aiſtinfions in Orders, but only of Deacons or Mini- 
fters, Prieſts or Biſhops 3 as alſo the Opinions of Tindal, Lambert, and Dr. 
Barnes, mult be tubmitred co the more marure and authorized Judgment of 
the Stare, Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, expreſſed in the Neceſſary Erudition. And 
the private Sentiments of ſuch Divines as have written from the days of Ed- 
ward VI. untul now, muſt be adjudged to be conformable to the Judgmenr 
and Determination of the Church, which bath been eſtabliſhed by Law in 
their days, to which allo they generally ſubſcribed ; and then I need fay no 
more, but that the Forms of Ordaining and Confecraring Biſhops, Priefs, 
and Deacons, will determine the Queſtion ;- whether from the beginning of 
our Reformation, the Church of E»8/and hath acknowledged three Orders, 
viz. of Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, or- rwo only ; And whether the 
Church-Government eſftablithed by Law ever tince the days of Edvard VL 
hath nor been by Dioceſan Biſhops. | 
Bur I would ask theſe men, Could they have conformed to Ep:ſcopacy and 
Litargy under Ring Henry the Eighth, or Edward the Sixth, and can. they 
not now? Was not Epiſcopacy the tame then as it is now 3 and the Liturgie 
much berter now than it was tHea 2 Could you conform to Henry the Eighth's 
Primer, to his ſix Articles and ſeven Sacraments 2 Or to the Liturgie eia- 
bliſhed by King Edward the Sixth, wherein were many things that were de- 
ſervedly accounted Ineprias 2 As in the Communion-Office, where they com- 
mend to the mercy of God all his Servants departed hence from us ; And thar 
God would command our Prayers and Supplicaticns by the miniſtry of his hly 
Angels to be brought up into his holy Tabernacle : The commending Auricular 
and Secret Confeſſion to the Prieſt: And in the Office of Baptiſm, enjoyning 
a great part of thar Office to be performed the people ſtanding at the Church» 
door 3 and then to take the Child by the right hand, and lead it towards the 
Font: To ſign it with the ſign of the Croſs on the Breast, as well as the Fore» 
head. The uſe of Exorciſm, in theſe words: I command thee, thou unclean 
Spirit, in tle Name of the Father, &Cc. to come. out and depart from this In- 
Fant. The dipping the Child three times inthe Water, (except in caſe of weak- 
neſs ) firft on the right ſide, then on the left, and then with the Face towards 
the Water. Then to put on it the Cryſem, ſaying, Take thou this white Veſture 
for a Token of the Tnmecency, &c. Then to anoint the Infant on the head, pray 
ing God 'to anoint him with the Unttion of the Spirit. And (to omit many 
other things) anointing the ſich, and ſigning bis breaft with the ſign of the' 
Eros. Commending ar. the time of Burial :nto the hands of God's mercy the 


Souls of the departed, 
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As for the Book of conſecrating Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, it was. ad- 
ded to the Liturgie by King Edward, as it is received now, with fome few 
alrerations - mecking by Dr. Burnet ) for the berrer, p. 144. 
' His Articles, and Ats for Uniformicy, were as levere as any that are 
now. And all theſe were eſtabliſhed in Arch-biſhop Cranmer's rime, and 
with his good Approbation. | 
In the Arcicles of Religion; printed 1552. one concerning the Liturgy 
declares rhus. The Book ( of Prayers ) which of very -late time was given to 
the Church of England by the Authority of Parliament, containing the Man- 
ner and Form of praying, and miniſtring the Sacraments ; and thz Book of 
ordering Miniſters of the Church, ſet forth by the afore ſaid Authority, are 
godly, and in no point repugnant to the wholfome Doftrine of the Goſpel, but 
agreeing thereunto, furthering and beaitifying the ſame not a little ; and 
zkerefore of all faithful Miniſters of the Church of England, and chiefly of the 
Miniſters- of the Lord, ought to be received and allowed with all readineſs of 
mind and thanksgiving, and to be commended to the people of God. : Betides 
_ the Diſcourſe concerning Ceremonies retained in our Book, was then let forth ; 
as allo a Proclamation againſt thoſe that 31novate, alter, or leave down any 
Rite or Ceremony in the Church, and that- preach without Licenſe ; printed in 
the ſecond year of Edward the Sixth, (to which the Form for Bidding of 
Prayers 'may- be added.) Sce p. 128. of Dr. Burner's ſecond part. Alt 
which notwithſtanding, Bucer and Peter Martyr approved of Conformity. 
And Mr. Calvin himſelf both perſwaded and approved all that was done 
in the ſecond Lirurgy of King = may? in an Eputle of his to the then Pro- 
teFor, being the forty firſt Epiſtle in the Edition at Amſterdam, 1667. to: 
this effect : © Ler there be publiſhed a Summary of Doctrine to be received 
<* by all, which all may conform to in their preaching ; for. the obſervance 
* of which, tet all Biſhops and Pariſh-Priefts be obliged by Oath ; and ler 
*none be adrnirred ro Eccleſiaſtical Function, unteſs he- promiſe to obſerve 
< that conſent of Doctrine inviolare. Let there be alſo a common form of 
* Carechiſm for the uſe of Children : I alfo greatly approve thar there be a 
* certain Form of Prayers and Ecclefiaſtical Rires, from which it ſhould nor 
* be lawful-for the Pattors to recede in their Function ; as well ro provide 
< for the ſimplicity and unskilfulneſs of ſome, as alfo thar thereby the con- 
< ſent of atf the Churches may more certainly appear ; and laſtly, that the 
© deſulrory leviry of ſeme men, who affect Novelties, may be prevented. 
«.So thar there oughr to be an eſtabliſhed Catechiſm, an eſtabliſhed Admini- 
<*ſtration of rhe Sacraments, and publick Form of Prayers. 
Did not Dr. Taylor, a learned Martyr, declare of the Liturgy as it ſtood. 
m Edward the Sixth's days, that according ro-the Rules of our Chriſtian Re- 
tigion in every behalf, 0 Chriſtian Conſcience could be offended with any thing. 
cherein contained? And is it well done to fill the Conſciences of the People 
now wirh-Scruples againſt almoſt every part of it > How theſe men would. 
have demeaned themſelves under the Impoſitions and Biſhops in the days of: 


Herxry the Eighth, . and Edward the Sixth, I cannor-divine, Uniformity being 
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as ſtrictly enjoyned then, as it is now. For ſuch as did officxate in any other 
manner than was preſcribed by the Liturgie, were for the firit Offence to ſuffer 
fix months Impriſonment ; for the ſecond, to be :mpriſoned during life : and if 
any ſhould print in defamation of it, or threaten Clergy -men for 'vſins of 3t, 
he was to be fined 10 1. for the firt Offence, 20 1. for the ſecond, and for the: 
third to forfeit all bis Goods, and ſuffer Impriſonment during life. 

And as for the Reign oft Queen Mary, let the Book of Martyrs be viewed, 
and it will appear thar they who bore Teltimony ro the Traths of Chritt, 
and truly deterved the name of Martyrdom, were ſuch as were eminent Af- 
ſertors of rhe eſtabliſhed Ep:ſcopacy and Liturgie ; ſuch as Cranmer, Redley, 
Latimer, Hooper, Taylor. | 

Left I ſhould lead my Reader into an Error, while I follow the Method 
of - theſe Men, I thought fir to inform rhe Reader, That the Erudition: of #4 
Chriſtian Man. was printed in the Year 1543. and the Reſolution of rhe 
Queſtions mentioned in the Paper by Dr. Sti/ipg fleet, in the days of King 
Edward the Sixth 3 which whether they were coniulred of before (vsz;.) in rhe 
days of Henry the Eighth, is not material to enquire into : bur the Merhod 
Mr.H. and Mr. Lobb uied in the Reply to the Defence of Dr. S::llingfleet, ine 
the Preface, faying, in Henry the Eighth's time, Cranmer, in Anſwer to thar : 
Quettion, Whether Biſhops or Prieſts-were firſt ? did afſerr, £3c. And thar he 
did not vary from that Opinion, rhe fame being by him afſerred in the Ne- 
ceſſary Erudition. ' | | | 

As to the Opinion of thoſe three Divines which are mentiened in this: 
Chapter, viz. Tindal, Lambert, and Barnes, the firſt ſays, That the Apoſtles 
ordained two Officers ( viz.) Biſhop or Overſeer, and Deacon or Miniſter ; and: 
adds, That Deacons crept not into Orders till the Church grew Rich. #41 

Lambert he ſays was of the.ſame Opinion, which he: rook from St. Hierome, - 
who held Biſhops and. Priefts- to. be one and the ſame (of which we ſhall. 
ſpeak hereafter). [This Lambere was a ſtranger, come from Avignon, and- 
would that every Pariſh ſhould have his proper Biſhop, and in-every Ciry 
there ought ro be many Biſhops : This Mr. Barnes denies, and-quotes St. 
Paul, who ſaid, I have left.thee behind me to ſet in-every City a Biſhop. And. 
the Article. againſt Mr. Barnes was, Thar he held, that one Man might nor 
by the Law of God be a Biſhop of Two or Three Cities, or of a: whole 
Country ; he denyed nor one Biſhop in a City, bur thought that an Apolto- 
lical Inftirution : His Opinion was, That there ought not to be ſuch Biſhops- 
as the Cardinal that examined him was: Who rold Mr. Barnes, That ths Ar- 
ticle toucht ym. And it ſeems evident, that this Man ſpake againſt fuch U- 
ſurpations as the Pope and Cardinals exerciſed ; wherein he agreed to the: 
Sentiments of all rhoſe thar ſubſcribed rhe neceſfary.Erudition. 

And now there remains little roo be faid of Ch. 2. for that which he ſays 
from a Statute primo Edw. 6. was brought in by a Parentheſis, as not part ok. 
the intention of the Statute, which was ro-be learnt from the Preamble, - (v:z.) 
That the Eleftion of Biſhops ſhould not be in the Deans and Chapters, to prevent 
Delays and Expences, but in the . King : So that it reſpects only the — 
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- Governmziit of rho Church, which is Kill acknowledged to be in the deter- 
g 


mination of the Magittrare, wao is Supreme in all Cauſes, and over all 
Pertons, And theariore it needed not that Reflection of Dr. Heylin. which 
our Author jnentoneth, viz. That it did weaken the Authority of the Epiſcopal 


- Order :* Which, (as hath been proved from the Erudition, and the Judgmenr 


of the Diviae's mentioned in Dr. S::/ingficer's Paper) was from Chriit. 
As to Biftop Poyner, the ſum of what he ſays is this, 1/ho knvws not that 
the Name Biſhop hath been ſo abuſed, that when it was ſpoken the People nun- 


derſtood 12 other thing bit a great Lord, -—= (Where he ſeems to delcribe a 


* Cardinal, or Popiih Butkop; chat went in a white Rocher, with a wide izaven 


Crown, and that carried an Oil-Box with him, wherewith he uſeth once in Se- 
ven Nears, Riding avout, to Confirm Children. Certainly, he could not mean 
this of Dioceſan Proteitant Biſhops, he being rhen Biſtop of M/rncheſter 3 and 
rhe Name of Biſhop being thus abuſed, he thought it nor amiſs, if another 
word were uted in irs place, till the abuſed word were reſtored to its right 
Signification ; and then adds : O' how the Papiſts would triumph over us, if they 
kad like prof for the Names of Pope, Cardinal, &c. as we have for the mainte- 
nance of the Names Superintendent, (1. c. ) in bn ſenſe, Biſhop, Miniſter, and 
fuch-ltke by us uſed. | 
Ch. 3. He lays, That Aley Biſhop of Exeter, Pilkington of Durham, Fewel 
.of Salsbury, Whitgift Archbiſhop of Canterbury were of the ſame Opinion 
with T:ndal, Lamvert, and Barnes, and the Reiormers in King Edward's 
time, and whar thar was hath been conlidered ; I only obſerve in general, 
that all theſe were Diocefan Biſhops, and therefore probably would write 
.nothing to deſtroy their own Order, Thar which Biſhop Aley ſays, is a 
Quorarion from Sr. Hierome, That a Presbyter and Biſhop are the ſame, &c. 
Bur, faith Biſhop Aley, it grew by little and little, that the whole charge and 
care ſhoutd be appointed to one Biſhop within his Precinct. Our Author 
mentions another Quotarion from the Biſhop our of Sr. Hzierome, viz. That 
Biſhops are greater than Prieſts, rather by Cuftome than by Diſpenſation from 
the Lord ; of which hereafter. To the ſame effect he quores Pilkington 
Biſhop of Durham, arguing againſt a Popiſh Author, and therefore probably 
againſt Popiſh Biſhops 3 and he fays, That God's Commiſſion # alike to all, 
Prieſt, Biſhop, Archbiſhop, and Prelate ; for which he quotes St. Hrerome, ad 
Evagrium, That a Biſhop where-ever he be, is of the ſame Power and Prieſthood, 
which he urged againſt thoſe thar ſtill claimed rheir Biſhop of Rome, uſurped 
Power above Pritces, and orher Biſhops ; who as this Biſhop fays, had no 
Authority to Suſpend, Deprive, and Interdict any Prieſt that paid nor his 
Subſidies, but from the Parliament : I cannot ſee whar inferctice the Author 
.can make from this to favour his Opinion. | | | 
The {um of what Biſhop Feree! fays, is that of St. Hierome, That all Prieſts 
are of the ſame Power ; that the Names of Metropolitans, Archbiſhops, Arch- 
deacons, &c. are not found in the $SS. That Sr. Hiereme lays, Sciant Epiſce- 
#4 3 that they are in Authority over Priefts more by Cuſtome, than by Order 


of God's Trurh : Ami againſt Hardinz he favs, Hhat meant Mr. Harding to 


coinne 
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come in with the difference between Prieſts and Biſ:ps;hunkerh he 11.21 Prigſts/ 
and Biſhops hold only by Tradition; ar 1. it ſo humble a Hereſie to ſay,that by the 


' SS of God, a Biſhop and a Prieft are all owe : He grants allo, That it is by the 


favour of Princes, that a Prieft beins found nezugent, &c, he miy be pumiſced 


by the diſcretion of the B;ſhop. That the Matters of Government mutt le tatgn 
out of the Word of Ged : (viz ) That the Word be truly taught, the Sacraments 


rightly adminiſtred, Vertue furthered, Vice reprefſed, and the Churc/ hk pt in 
Quietreſs and Order : That the Officers whereby ths Government 5 wrenzsht, be 
zot namely and particularly expreſſed in SS. but left to the diſcretion of the 
Church, according to the ſtate of Times, Places, and Perſons ; ant therefore no 
certain and perfett kind of Government being preſcribed in $$, as weceſſary to 
the Salvation of the Church, the ſame may be altered; For which he quores 
Gualter-— Let every Church foilow the manner of Diſcip'ine which doth m1## 
agree with the people, and most fit for the time and place ; and iet n» Man raſh- 
ly preſcribe to others, and bind all Churches to one Form : It-4 well known, chat 
the Manner and Form of Government in the Apyſties times, and expreſſed in 
the SS, neither # now, nor can, nor ought to be obſerved. This he wroce a- 
gainſt Cartwright, pleading for his Government, as if preſcribed in SS, ard 
rhus he applies it to the then Diſfenrers : If you will have the Queen Rule as Mc- 
narch in ker own Doeminions, you mut give her leave to uf one hind and forns 
of Government, in all, and every part, and ſo to Govern the Church in Eccleſia- 
ftical Affairs, as in Civil. I wiſh they would follow his Example and Ad- 
vice, that ſo ſeem tro recommend his Judgment. | 

Ch. 4. begins with Dr. //7;%t's Opinion, who fays,. * Thar of the differ» 
*-ence berween Bithops and Prieſts there are Three Opinions ; the firkt of 4r- 
* r5us, who held rhar all Miniſters ſhould be equal ; and tliur a Biſhop was 
© nor, nor ought to be ſuperiour ro a Prieſt ; nor was there any difference ar 
t 211 berweenthem. Which Opinion was counted an Hereſie. N. B. 
' The Second in the other exrream is of the Papitts, © Thar would have nor 
* only a difference, bur a Princely Preheminence of their Biſhgps over the 
* Clergy, and that by the Word of God. | 

The Third Opinion between both, is : © That alrhough this diſtin&tion « f 
© Biſhops and Prieſts, as now received, cannot be directly proved out of SS; 
© yer it is very good for rhe Polity of rhe Church, to avoid Schitns and ro 
* preſerve it in Unity : And he concludes. So rhen here is a difference bc- 
rween our Adverſaries the Papiſts, and us ; they ſay, Ir is of necefiiry to 


. $alvarion- to be ſubject to. the Pope, and to Biſhops, and Archbifſtops under 


him, as neceſſarily preſcribed in the Word :  Bur- to do not. our Biſhops and 
Archbiſhops, which is a notable difference between-rhe Biſhops of the Popiſh 
Church; and rhe Reformed Churches. bes 
Let every Church uſe rhe Form which beft firtcth their Stare'in ExternaT* 
Matters. N. B. Every Church's free, not one bound ro the Preſcription of 
another : So they meaſure themſclves by-the Rule of the Word. This rh-n/ 
(he ſays) may without any contradiction be affirmed, that in this diitindtion- 
of the Miniſters of rhe Church, there-is ſomewhat Apoſtoitcal, fomewy hart alſo 
| Political ;- 
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Political : Firſt, in the calling of Biſhops, as now ordained in fome Reforined 
Church, it cannot be denied þur that we have Order in the Church ; and ro 
have diverfiry of Degrees and Miniſtrations, to avoid Confulion, proceeds 
from an Inſtitution of Chriſt, that rhere ſhould nor be a popular Equality, bur 
a convenient Superiority, and Priority in the Miniſters of the Goſpel ; as Sr. 
Paul alſo ſheweth : Firit Apoſtles, ſecond Prophers, &c. Secondly, There 
iS ſomewhar Politick, And that of two ſorts, as touching the Polity Eccleſia- 
itical and Ciyil. To the Eccleſiaſtical, in advancing the Dignity of Biſhops 
theſe things appertain : 1. St. Hierome ſays of Confirmation, That ir is com- 
mirred only to Biſhops 3 that it is rather for the honour of the Prieſthood, 
then by neceſſity of any Law. 2. The Council of Aquiſgrane, ch. 8, faith, 
* Thar the Ordination and Conſecration of Miniſters is now reſerved to the 
* chief Miniſter only for Authority's-ſake, leſt rhatthe Diſcipline of the Church 
* being changed by many, ſhould break rhe Peace of the Church. 3. The 
Antlhor of the Book under Hrierome's Name, De Septem Ordinibus, faith, 
* Thar the Confecration of Virgins, which is nor now in uſe in the Reformed 
* Churches, was reſerved to the Biſhop for Concord's ſake. 4. The Juriſdiction 
of rhe Church, which in times paſt ( Hierome ſays) was commirred to the Col- 
ledge of Presbyters, was afterwards, to ayoid Schiſm, devolved to the Bi- 
ſhop. Among other Inferences from Dr. Willet, he concludes, © That Yillet 
© indeed faith, thar for the ſake of Order, the Prefidence of one above the reſt 
* is Divine and Apoſtolical : And ar the latter end of Queen El:zabeth, the 
Epiſcopal Government is affirm'd to-be Apoſtolical, and a Divine Inſtitution: 
And as to Saravia, our Author gives his Judgment in theſe rwo particulars, 
differing from Whitgift : r. That not only the Miniſtry of the Word and Sa- 
craments, but rhe Form of Government inſtiruted by the Lord himſelf, deli- 
vered by the Apoſtles, confirmed by the Farhers, ought ro be continued for- 
ever. 2. The Superiority in degree of a Biſhop, above'a Presbyrer, is a Di- 
vine Inſtirution ; and that St. Hierome was in the fame Error with Arrius : 
Dico privatam fuiſſe Hieronims Opinionem conſentaneam cum Arrio £9 Det ver- 
bo contrariam. The laſt that he mentionerh in this Ch. is Biſhop Baucroff, 
who ſays, © We have a Church-Government, which in my Conſcience is rruly 
* Apoſtolical, and far to be preferred before any other received this day in 
* any Reformed Church in Chriſtendome. And after the Death of the Apo- 
Mes, who did overſee both Churches, Paſtors, and Biſhops, or Superinten- 
dents, Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtories, and ancient Farhers have kepr a Regiſter of 
their Natnes, who Succeeded and Ruled the Churches after them. —And this 
inequality hath been approved and honoured by all the Ancient Fathers, none 
excepred, and by all the General Councils, and by all orher Men of Learn- 
ing, for. many hundred Years after the Apoſtles rime, ſaving Arrius the He- 
retick, who miſſing of a Biſhoprick thar he fied for, firſt broached rhe Opi- 
nion, Thar there ought ro be no difference between a Biſhop and a Prieſt. 
N. B. | : 
Thar which Biſhop Baencrof+ notes from Dr. Robinſon, is this : © I have 
* mainrain'd that the Titles of Honour given to our Biſhops, are no more re- 


"pugnant 


5 
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© pugnant to the Word, than for usto be called Wardens or Preſidents of Col- 
* ledges, and in my Judgment they may with as good Contcicnce be Gover- 
* nors of their Diocels, as we being Miniiters may Govern Colledges of Mt 
* nifters. Nor do I think this was a late deviſed Polity ; for I am perſwa- 
* ded, that the Angel of rhe Church of Epheſus, ro whom St. Fohn writes, 
* was one Mynitter fer over the relt 3 for why, ſeeing there were many Pa- 
* ſtors there, ſhould Sr. Fohn write to the Angel, and nor to the Angels, if 
* there had been no ditfcreace among them 3; neither if this Pretidency had: . . 
© had thar faulr which is reproved in Dzotrephes, would our Saviour, who re- 
* proveth thole Ditorders which he found in the Seven Churches, have paſſed 
© over this great faulr in ſilence ; therefore as Titus was left in Creet ro reform 
* the Churches in that whole Iſland, fo I am perlwaded, thar in other Places 
* ſome of that Order, and of Paitors and Teachers, which is perpetual in the 
* Church, even in the time of rhe Apolites, and had a Prelacy among their 
© Brethren, and that this Preheminence is approved by our Saviour. - And 
* to come lower, tho' the word Epi/copws ſigniherh, that care which is required 
* of all, and be in SS required of ail that have care of Souls; yer 1 do 
© not remember any one Ecclefiaitical Writer wherein that word doth nor 
* import a greater Dignity than is common to all Miniſters ; - neicher do 1 
* think rhat any old Writer did under the Name of Biſhop mean the Paſtor of 
* every Pariſh : Thus Dr. Robinſcn, with whom, it Dr. Raynolds do agree, 
* ] ſee not (ſaith he } whether the FaCtioners will turn-them ; for this:Dodtor 
* in his Book againit Hart faith, That in the Church of Epheſus, though ir 
© had ſundry Elders and Paitors ro guide ir, yer among thole was there one 
© Chief,, whom our Saviour callerh the Angel of the Church ; and this is he, 
* whom afrer, in the Primitive Church, the Farhers called Biſhop : For, &c. 
He proceeds thus : | 
© The Name of Biſhop, common before to all Elders and Paſtors of the 
© Church, was then, by the uſual Language of the Fathers, appropriated to 
© him who had the Prefidentſhip over the Elders. Thus are certain Elders 
* reproved by St. Cyprian Biſhop of Carthage, for receiving to the Communi- 
* on them who had fallen in time of Perſecution, before the Biſhop had adyi- 
* led 'with them, and others. Theſe Two are for Oxford, rouching the Lan- 
puage of rhe Ancient Fathers, ſpeaking of Biſhops. Now you ſhall have a 
Cambridge Man's Opinion, Dr. Fulke, who in coniutation - of rhe Rhemiſh 
Teſtament, ſays: * Among the Clergy for Order and ſeemly Government, 
© there was always one Principal, ro whom, by long uſe of the Church, rhe 
* Name of Biſhop, or Superinrcendant hath been applied ; which room Titus 
© exerciſed in Creet, Timothy in Epheſus, and others in other places ; rhercfore, 
© altho* in SS a Biſhop and an Etder is of one Order and Authority in Preacl- 
*1ng the Word, _ Adminiftring the Sacraments, as Hzierome doth often 
* confels 3 yet in Goyernment, by ancient uſe of Speech; h&'is' onely called a 
* Biſhop, which is in SS fo called, Rom. 12.8. 1 Tim. 5. (7. Heb, 13. 7. 
© apuctivy 3 arnte K ry dye I : Chick in GOvernmentio whom the Ordinati- 
* on, Or Conſecration, by Impoſfition of Hands. wasalways princivaily com- 
< mitted ; which moſt Ancient For of Goveraneang, when Ar: would 
* rake 
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* rake away, it was noted among his other Errors. So I hereby traſt ir may 
appear to Mr. Cartwright's reproach, and to all rheir ſhames, rhar ſhall pre- 
tend any Authority from the Ancient Fathers, ro impugne the Right Honou- 
rable and Lawful Calling of Biſhops, nor Parſons in every.Pariſh, bur Bi 
in their Dioceſs and Province, appointed in the Apoitles rimcs, for the right 
Order and Government of the Church ef Chritt. As to Biſhop Spormood's 
Hittory of Scotland, p. 514, concerning the Ordination of the Three Scors Bi- 
ſhops in King Fames's time, Biſhop Axdrews urged, That it wight not be 
done; becaule they were not duly made Presbyrters, ( z. e. ) by Bifhops'; bur 
the Archbiſhoy conſidering that this might reflect on the Refarmed Churches 
that had no Flſhops, which was the condition alſo of Scot/and, where Epiſco- 
al Ordinarion could not be had, it was diſpenſed with. Bur this is nor the 
Caſe of our Diflenters, who refuſe Epiſcopal Ordination. where ir may be 
had, and ſet up the Presbyterian againit it. 

Ch. 5. Begins with the Judictous Mr. Hooker, from whom, after a long 
Quaration, he infers, p. 37. © That the Polity in general be neceſſary to the 
* Church ; yer it is not neceſfary that any one Temporal Polity be in the SS : 
This being the Poſition of the Now Cons, Mr. Hooker makes this uſe of jr : 
« ----You cannot ſo much as pretend ro this ground, rhar all rhe parts of your 
© Dilcipline are in SS ; and your Mouths are ſtopr, when you plead againſt 


© all other Forms, ſeeing their Polity may be agreeable ro the general Axiomes 


© of SS, as well as yours: And therefore, he ſays, The beſt way for our 


© Cauſe, and the ſtrongeſt againſt them, is to hold, (as the Non-Cons do) that 


© in SS there muſt needs be found ſome particular Form of Church-Govern- 
© ment which God hath inſtitured, and belongs to all Churches ar all rimes ; 
© but by parriality and cunning, to make thoſe things trueſt which are fit- 
* relt ro ſerve our purpoſe, is what we neither like, nor mean to follow. In 
?. 38. Mr. Hooker ſays: 

Firft, * Thar in the Clergy there have ever been, and oughr ro be ſome 
* ſubordinate to others, as the Apotftles in the beginning, and to Biſhops ever 
£ fince ; as in SS. and all Eccleſiaſtical Records other Miniſters have been. 

Second!y, * That a ſolemn admitranee ( v:z. of Minifters into the Church ) 
<« is of ſuch neceſlity, thar without ir there can be no Church Poliry. Theſe 
he ſays are the perperual and principal parts in Ecclefiaftical Polity : And this 
is all that Mr. 7. H. hath noted our of thoſe Books of Mr. Hooker, which are 


generally allowed to be genuine; which being not much for his purpoſe, he = 


goes to the Seventh Book, and there he finds this diſcription of a Biſhop : 
* A Biſhop is a Miniſter of God, to whom with permanent continuance, not 
* only a Power of Adminiſtring the Word and Sacraments ispiven, (which 
* other Presbyters have) but a farther Power to Ordain Ecclefiaſtical Perfons, 
* and a Power of Chiefty in Government over Presbyters as well as Lay-men, 
* 2 Power to be by way of Juriſdiction a Paſtor, even to Paſtors themſelves. 
And the things which properly belong to a Biſhop, cannot be common to o- 
ther Paſtors ; and of Biſhops reſtrained to ſome definite local compaſs he 
fays, their Regiment we hold to be a-thing moſt Divine and Holy in the 
C burch of Chriſt : In two things F. H, notes that Hooker differs from the 

Non- 
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 Now-Cons, . 49. - 1. They make the Superiority or Prioriry of Order to be 


bur Temporary 5 he makes ir permanent. 2. They deny the Biſhops have 
any Power over other Paſtors, that is Mandatgry, Judicial, and Coercive, 
Mr. Hooker affirms it : Then he ſhews:how Mr. Hooker reſolves a Sentence of 
St. Hierome, which ſeems inconfiſtent with itſelf: vix. * How the: Apoſtles 
* ſhould be the Authors of that Government, (7z. e. ) Epiſcopacy, and yer the 
* Cuſtom of rhe Church be accounted the chief Prop of ir. To which the 
ſubſtance of his Anſwer is, Thar what Laws the Univerſal Church might 
change, and doth not, St. Hrierome aſcribes the continuance of fuch Laws, 
tho! inſtirured by God himſelf, ro the Judgment of the \'Church, for they 
which may abrogate a Law, and do not, nay be faid to eſtabliſh ir ; and 

ſeeing the whole Church receiving it for a Cuſtome, which was eſtabliſhed 

by them, on whom rhe Holy Ghoft was in an abundant manner poured our 
for ordering of Chrift's Church, ir had either Divine appointment befare- 

hand, or Divine approbation afterwards. Now how Mr. F. H. could from 
theſe premiſes draw this following concluſion, I cannot perceive, p. 44. © Let 

«© there be, ſaith he, as many Biſhopricks, as rhere are conſiderable Perſona- 

« ges, and a Proviſion made for the Presbyrers which are to aflitt the Biſhops 

© in the Government of the Churches ; and then a Superioricy of the Bi- 

© ſhop above the Presbyters, will be no longet a Bone of Contention. The 

Senſe whereof ſeems to me to be rhis : Let the Presbyters in every Pariſh 

have all the Pawer that belongs ro Biſhops, and then, and not elſe, they will 

be pleaſed. Bur the Judicious Hooker would nor have been {o pleaſed with 

them thar ſhould have inferred this concluſion from any premiſes of his. Thar 

which followeth our of Mr. Hooker's maimed Book, is, i. Thar the Church 

Viſible hath nor ordinarily allowed any bur Biſhops alone ro Ordain ; how- 

beir, in ſome neceſſary Caſes, we may decline from the ordinary ways. 

2. That Confirmation hath nor always belonged to the Biſhops, bur in ſome 

places, in the abſence of the Biſhop, the Presbyter might Ordain. 3. Thar 

the Presbyrers are for the moſt part mentioned as Counſellors and Aſſiſtants 

ro the Biſhop. b- 

The laſt Biſhop whom he would conſtrain to help on his New Model, is 
Biſhop Bilſon, who ſays, That to prevent Diſſention and Confuſion, there muſt 
needs, even by God's Ordinance, be a Prefident, or Ruler of every Presbytery ; but 
that in the Apoſtles times the Preſidentſhip ſhould ga round to every Presbyter by 
courſe ; this s the main point between us. Then he ſays, There are Four 
Things muſt be perpetual in the Church. 1. The Diſpenſing of the Word. And 
2. Sacraments. 3- Impoſing of Hands. 4. Guiding the Keyes to ſhut or open 
the Kingdom of God. Tye firſt Twa belong to all Paſtors or Presbyters, but i: 
belongs to. ſome ſeleted perſons who ſucceed in the Apoſtles places, to moderate the 
Presbyters of each Chureh, and to take the ſpecial Charge of Impoſitgon of \Hands. 
And thus ſingularity in ſucceeding, and ſuperiority in ordaining, - hath been ob- 
ſerved from the Apoſtles times, as the peculrar and ſubſtantial Marks of Epiſco- 
pal Power and Calling. | | 

As to the Power of the Keyes, the private nſec .of them in appointing Of- 
fenders, upon the acknowledgement of _ fins, to forbear rhe T.ord's Table 
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for a time, we deny not to Presbyters ; bur rhe Biſhop is by Chrift's own 
mouth, pronounccd to be the Angel of the Church, the chicf Steward of his 
'Houſhold, ro hear and derermine Grievances, with whoin the Presþyters 
fare ar urit as Atleiſors 3 but when Councils began, only as Echolders and 
Advilcrs o! his Judgment 3 and he adds, that the right by i:npoling Hands 
'ro Ordain Presbyrers and Biſhops, was art firlt derived from rhe Apoltles rg 
' Biſhops, and nor to Pxesbyters. N. B. And for 15900 Years without inſtance 
'or example to the contrary, till this our Age, remained in Biſhops, and nor 
in. Presbyrers ; for which he quotes St. Flierome : Quid feecit excepta ording- 
tione Epiſcopus quod non facit Presbyter. 7. H. oblervcs, that whereas it is 
"objected, Thar Impolicion. of Hands was by the Presbyrery ; he anſwers 
our of St. Chry/oſt;mz, that by the word Presbyrery in SS, mutt be underftood 
Biſhops nor Presbyters ; becaule Presbyrers in the Apolils time did not im- 
poſe Hands on a Biihop. And from tins Biſhop he adds, All that we can fay 
tor Biſhops above Presbyrers out of SS is, that the Holy Ghoſt, by the mourh 
of St. Pau/, hath given th2 Biſhop of each place Aurhoriry ro Ocdain rhe wor- 
thy, to examine tuch as be faulty, ro reprove and diſcharge fuch as be guil- 
ry, either of unſound Teaching, or offenſive Living ; and this he ſaith be- 
longs to all Biſhops of Chriit's Church forever. I have tranicribed fo much 
of theſe Quotations, becaule the very repetition of them is a confurarion of 
that Deſign, which Mr. H. atremprs, and will ſhew ir to be. not a healing, 
bur a very hurttul Atrempr, as precluding that way of Peace and 'Reconciti- 
arion which is generally intended, if.the unreaſonable Demands of ſome un- 
quier Men do not pur a bar to it. ; 

Fhus faith Mr. 7. H. I have gone through the principal Writers about 
Church Government in Queen Elizabeth's Reign : And indeed he hath cull'd 
our ſuch Foundations on which he would build his Hay and Srubble, as 
will no way ſuit with them. I ſhall nor prepoſleſs the Reader with the infe- 
rences which F. H. woutd force from them 3 bur leave every Man ro conf 
der, whether he can fix his Half-ſheer Model on thete Conceiions ; and now 
briefly inform the Reader of the Judgment of fome of theſe Divines, and 
fome States-men, what Qualifications he and ſuch Maſter-Builders are en- 
dowed with, for the Building, of a Temple fir for the Publick Worſhip of 
God and our Saviour : And I ſhall begin with, | 


The Speech of the Lord Keeper Packering to the Houſe of Lords, by Order of 
Queen Elizabeth. 


% P>pecially you are-commanded by Her Majeſty, ro rake heed thar no 
* ear be given, nor time afforded to the wearifome Sollicitarions of 

< thoſe that are commonly cated Puritans, wherewirthal the late Parliament 
«-have been exceedingly importuned ; which ſort of Men, while in the gid- 
< dineſs of their Spirits they labour and ftrive to advance a new Elderſhip; 
<they. do nothing elſe bur diſtract the good Repoſe of the Church and Com- 
* mon-wealth, which is as well grounded for the body of Religion ir ſelf; 
*.and as well guided for the Diſcipline, as any Realm thar J_ => 
© Irath's; 
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*'Truth ; and as the preſent cafe ſtandeth, it may bs donbted, whether they 
* or the Jeſuits offer more danger, or arc ro be more {peedity ſepprett ; for 
« albeit the ſeluirs do poiſon the Hearrs of Her Majeity's Sunjects, under a 
« prerence of Conſcience, they do ir. bur cloſely, and only in corrmrs, bur 
< rhele Men do both publiſh 11 their printed Books, and reach in all their 
* Conventicles, fundry Opinions, -not only dangerous to the well-ſerled State 
* and Policy of the Realm, by putring a Pique berween the Clergy.and the 
* Laity, bur alſo much derogatory ro her Sacred Majeſty and her Crown, 
© as well by.the diminution of her Ancient and Lawful Revenues, and by 
<* denying her Highnels's Prerogative and Supremacy, as by offering Peril to. 
* Hee Majefty's-Safety in her own Kingdom; in all which things ( however 
* in.many orher points) they prerend to be ar War with the Popiſh Jeſuits, 
* yet by the ſeparation of themſelves from rhe Unity of their Fellow-Sub- 
* jects, and by abuſing the Sacred Authority and Majety of their Prince, 
© they: do both joyn and concur with the Jefuits.in opening the Doorand pre- 


* paring the way to the Spaniſh Inyaſion thar is threarned againſt the Realm. 


Arul in the Year 1588, as Cambden obſerves in his Annals, the King of 
Spain - being ,therero encouraged by an - Informarion of the grear Divitions 
and Animotities among us, by Reaſon whereof he expected either a greater 
Party to joyn with him, or a leſs Oppoſition, ſent his Invincible Armado 
upon our Coaſts ; at which time the Proteſtant Difſenrers, inſtead of Arm- 
ing in:Defence of rhe Queen and themſelves, did with greater Importuniry 
and Contidence affaulr her with Petitions and Libels, raking advantage of 
the Times, as if they were more rcady to aflit the Spaniards than Her Ma- 
jelly, in caſe their unreaſonable Requeſts were not granted. As. for Biſkop 
Fewel, if he faid any thing in their favour, rhey ill requited him, for on his. 
Preaching: a Sermon ar Sr. Paui's Crofi, in defence of the Orders of the 
Church, and Obedience to them, he was fo ſpitefully uſed by them, that in 
his own Vindication, he made a Solemn Proteſtation on his Dearh-bed, thar 
whar he rhen ſaid, was neither to pleaſe ſome, .nor difpleaſe others, but ro 
promote Peace and Uniry among Brethren ; of which Arch-Biſhop M/:itgift 
in his Defence, p. 433. ſays, It ® the manner, except you pleaſe therr Humour. 
in all things, though you otherwiſe deferve never ſo well, a4 s nathing with. 
them, but they will deprave you, rail en you, back-bite you, invent lyes of you, 
and ſpread falſe rumours, as though you were- the wileſt perſons ou Earth. By. 
theſe inſolent proceedings of the Sectaries and Papiſts in Confederacy, rhe: 
Queen was neceſfitared to paſs rhoſe Acts of the 23 and 35 of. her Reign, 
to retain Her Majeſty's Subjects in due Obedience. And this allo-gave oc-- 
caſion to that Proclamation of the Queeri 1 588. againſt Seditious and Schiſ- 
marical Books and Libels. EY : | 


oye, 


( 30 ) 
By the QUEEN. 


A Proclamation againſt certain Seditious and Schiſmartical Books and 
Libels, &c. | 


H E Queens moſt Excellent Majeſty, conſidering how twithin theſe ferp years 
# paſt, and now of late, certain ſeditious and evil-diſpaſed perſons towards her 
Majeſty, and the Government eſtabliſhed for cauſes Eccleſiaſtical within her Ma- 
jeſty's Dominions, have deviſed, written, printed, or cauſed to be ſed:itiauſly and 
ſecretly publiſhed and diſperſed, ſundry ſchiſmatical and ſeditious Books, diffama- 
tory Libels, and other Phanatical Writings among#t her Majeſty's Subje&ts, con- 
taining in them Doftrine very erroneous, and other matters notoriouſly untrue, and 
flangerous to the State, and againſt the Godly Reformation of Religion and Go- 
wernment Eccleſiaſtical eſtabliſhed by Law, and ſo quietly of long time continued, 
and alſo againſt the perſons of Biſhops, and others placed in Autherity Eccleſia- 
feeral under her Highneſs by her Autherity, in railing ſort, and beyond the bounds 
of all good humanity : All which Books, Libels, and Writings, tend by their ſcope 
to perſwade and bring in a monſtrous and apparent dangerous Innovation within 
her Dominions and Countries, of all manner of Eccleſiaſtical Government now in 
uſe, and to the abridging, or rather to the overthrow of her Highneſs lawful Pre- 
rogative, allowed by God's Law, and eſtabliſhed by the Laws of the Realm, and 
conſequently to reverſe, diſſolve, and ſet at liberty the preſent Government of the 
Church, and to make a dangerous change of the form of Dorine, and uſe of 
Divine Service of God, and the Miniſtration of the Sacraments now alfo in uſe, 
with a raſh and maltcious purpoſe alſo to diſſolve the Eſtate of the Prelacy, being 
one of the three ancient Eſtates of this Realm under her Highneſs, whereof her 
Majefty mindeth ta have ſuch a reverend regard, as to ther places in the Church 
and Common-wealth appertaineth. All which ſaid lewd and ſeditious praftices, 
do direly tend to the manifeſt wilful breach of great number of good Lats and 
Statutes of thy Realm, inconveniencies nothing regarded by ſuch Innovations. 
In-conſideration whereof, her Highneſs graciouſly minding to provide ſome good 
and fpeedy Remedy to withſtand ſuch notable, dangerous, and ungodly Attempts, 
and for that purpoſe to have ſuch enormous Malefattors diſcovered and condignly 
puniſhed, doth ſignifie thu her Highneſl miſliking and indignation of ſuch dan- 
gerous and eos, Enterprizes; and for that purpoſe dovdh hereby will and alſo 
ſtraightly charge and command, that all perſons whatſoever, within any her Mx-' 
jeſty's Realms and Dominions, who have or hereafter ſhall have any of the ſaid 
editions Books, Pamphlets, Libels, or Writings, or any of like nature already. 
publiſhed, or hereafter to be publiſhed, in his or their cuſtody, containang ſuch 
matters as above are mentioned, againſt the preſent Order and Government of 
zhe Church of England, or the Lamwful Miniſters thereof, or againſt the Rites 
and Ceremonies uſed in the Church, and allowed by the Laws of the Ream : 
That they and every of them do preſently.after, with convenient fpeed, bring in, 
and deliver up the ſame unto the Ordinary of the Dioceſs, dr of the place where 
they 
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they mhabit, to the intent they may be utterly defaced by the ſaid Ordinary : 
otherwiſe uſed by them. And that from henceforth no perſon or perſons whatſoe= 
ver be ſo hardy as to write, contrive, print, or cauſe to /. publiſhed or diſtributed 
or to keep any of the ſame, or any dther Books, Libels, or Writings of like na- 
ture and quality, contrary to the true meanirig and intent of thu ber Majeſty's 
Proclamation. And likewiſe that no man hereafter give any inſtruftion, dire- 

Fion, favour, or aſſiſtance to the contriving, writing, printing, publiſhing, or 

diſperſing of the ſame, or ſuch like Books, Libels, or IWritings whatſoever, as 

they tender her Majeſty's good favour, will avoid her high diſpleaſurs, and as they 

will anſiver the contrary at their utmoſt perils: and upon ſuch pains and penal- 

ties, as by the Law any way may be inflitted upon the offenders, in any of theſe 

behalfs, as perſons maintaining ſuch ſeditious ations, which her Majeſty mind- 

eth to have ſeverely executed. And if any perſon have had knowledge of the Au- 

thors, Writers, Printers, or Diſperſers thereof, which ſhall withm one Month 

after the publication hereof, diſcover the ſame to the Ordinary of the place where 
he had ſuch knowledge, or to any of her Majeſty's Privy Council : the ſame per- 
fen ſhall not for hs former concealment be heveafter moleſted or troubled. Given: 
at ber Majeſty's Palace at Weſtminſter, che thirteenthof February, 1588. In 

the One and thirtictis Tear of her Highneſs Reign. | 


GOD SAVE THE QUEEN: 


A— Grindall expreſt in a Letter of his, his great fear of rwo things 
( iz.) Arheiſm and Popery, and. both ariſing our of our needleſs Diviſions ; 
by theſe means the Enemies of our Religion gain this, that nothing can be 
eſtabliſhed by Law in the Proteſtant Religion, whoſe every parr is nor oppo- 
ſed by one or other of her own Profeflors; ſo that things continuing looſe 
and confuſed, the Papiſts have their Opportunity ro urge their way, which 
is attended with Order and Government. And our Religion continuing thus 
diſtracted and divided , ſome vile wretches lay hotd on the Argument on 
one fide to confute the other, and fo ar laſt to deſtroy all. And ir is abſer- 
ved in the Life of Mr. Hooker, p. 9. they perſwaded men to believe that the 
Biſhops were Antichriſt, and Antichrift was to be-deſtroyed by the Sword 3 
and beginning with Peritions,they proceeded ro Adtnonirions, then rb Remon- 
ftrances, then to numbring their Party, then ro -thar boldneſs, that one rold 
the Queen in a Sermon, She was like an untamed Heifer, that would not be 
ruled by God's people, but obſtrufted his Diſcipline. And we have heard and 
feen worſe things in our days. * | 
Arch-bifhop Whizgift in his Defence of the Anſiver to T. C. p. 605. tells. 
the Puritans, © That the Papiſts could not haye met with berter Proctors than. 
* they. And 55. That they did the Pope very good Service, and that he 
* would not miſs them for any thing : for what is his deſire, but to have this 
* Church of England, which he hath accurſed; utterly. defaced and diſcredi-. 
*ted, to have it by any means overthrown, if ftot by Foreign means, yer by 
* Domeſtical Diſſention. And what fittet Inſtruments could he have had for 
* that purpoſe, who undet: pretence of Zeal overthtow that. which other -_ 
| "have: 
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fave builded ; under cofour of -Puriry, {eck to bring in Deformity ; aad 
* under the Cloak of Equality and Humility, would ufurp as great Tyran- 
*ny and lofty Lordlinets over cheir Pariſhes, as ever the Pape dig over the 
* whole Church, and that they were made the Engines of the Rqman Con- 
* clave, *whereby they intend to overthrow this Church even by theſe mens 
* Folly, which rhey could not compaſs by all their Policy. The Epiſtle of 
the Arch-biſhop to the Reader, before his Defence. of the Anſwer to T. C's 
Admonition, is worth pernſal. - 
| As for Biſhop Bancroft, the whole deſign 6f his Book is ro manifeſt what 
diſturbance the endeayours of the Presbyterians to eitabliſh their . Elderſhip, 
did creare in the Nation by ſuch dangerous Poſitions and Practices, as were 
in his time with cqual viokence and malice carried on for the deſtruction of 
the Church, as it was then e{tabliſted. There are ſome other of the men- 
tioned Divines, whoſe Writings I have not, nor is there need to enquire far- 
ther into them, ſeeing thcre is nothing alledged from chem by Mr. F. H. bur 
what being compared with their other. ſayings and practices doth fully fru- 
firate his deſigns. And when the Biſhops of our Church do ſo ingenuoaſly 
mention all thar may be ſaid for their Adverfaries, wich ſo .much Veracity, 
Candor; and Moderation, what a Reproach is it ro their Opponents, to deal 
with them with fo much. Scorn ed Cinicargh ſach Birrerneſs and Paſſion, 
ſuch Slanders and Falſhoods, as roo many do, and as T. C. did with the Arch- 
biſhop F/nitgift, whom Queen Elizabeth called her black Husband, and up- 
held. him againſt the Contrivances and contrary Deſigns of Lecheſter, and 
thoſe Conformiſts whom he favoured, ro promore his own Sacrilegious ends. 
As for Mr. Hooker, whom Biſhop Krg calls Malleum Hereticorum, who 
was as meek and inodeſt a man, as well as judicious, as any in his Genera- 
tion, he did profeſs to the Arch-biſhop, See p. 17. of hi Life, © Thar he be- 
* lieved his Adverſary, Mr. Travers. to be a good man, and that occaſioned 
* him ro examine his own Conſcience conceraing his Opinions, and to (aris- 
* fie that, he conſulred the Holy Scriprure and other Laws Humane and 'Di- 
* vine, whether the Conſcience of. him, and others of his judgment, oughr 
- © ſo far to be complyed with, as to alter the frame of Church-Government, 
* and manner of Worſhip and Ceremonies as oft as their render Conſciences 
* ſhallrequire ir; in which examination he had not only ſatisfied himſelf, bur 
* begums his Eccleſiaſtical Polity for the farisfaction of others, which he juſtly 
* calls, a Demonfration of the Reaſonableneſs of our Eccleſiaſtical Laws, and 
*a hopeful Foundarion for the Churches Peace, and not to provoke either 
* Mr. T. C. the Arch-biſhop's Adverlary, nor Mr. Travers, whom, faith Mr. 
* Hooker, I take to be mine (nor mine Enemy) God knows this ro. be my 
* meaning. Yet his Adverſaries that could not anſwer his Arguments, con- 
rived tor blot his Reputation, and accuſed him of Incontinency, which by a 
Trepan, as the Author of his Life relates, p. 22. they endeavourcd ro. faften 
on him ; he kept this Grief to himſelf many Months, with great ,anxiety, 
until he revealed it ro Mr. Edwin Sands and George Cranmer,. who. had becy 
his Pupils, who enquirfng into the Impoſture, ſo followed-ir, that they broughr 
his Accuſers ro open Confeflion and Puniſkment, which Puniſhment, he 
endca- 
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endeavoured to prevent, but was denied ; at which he- replyed, Tia: how- 
ever he would Faſt and Pray, that God would give them Repentance, and Pa- 
tience to undergo their Puniſhment ; and the firit part was granted, if we may 
believe, faith my Author, the penirent Behaviour, and open Confeſſion of 
his Acculer. | 

How his Adverſaries dealt with his Books after his Death, is thus related. 
Thar one Mr. Clark and another Miniſter defired of his Widow a Month 
after his Death to ſearch his Study for ſome Papers, wherof they ,burnr ſome, 
and tore -others ;- but Dr. Fackſon baving tranſcribed ſome draught of his 
three laſt Books, they were compleared by Dr. Spencer, who was acquainted 
with the Deſign of thoſe Books. The Doctor left them with Dr. Kng, Bi- 
ſhop of London, and he to his Son, Biſhop of Chicheſter, he to Dr. Abbot, 
Arch-biſhop of Canterbury, in whoſe Library they continued rill the Death 
of Arch-bithop Laud, and then the Libfary was given to Hugh Peters for his 
good Services, and then many alterations and additions were made in them, 
- ro make them ſpeak for the power of the People above the King, for which, 
when the Lord Say quored Hooker's Authority to King Charles the Firſt, he 
replyed, That the Books were not Heoker's ; but however. he would conſent to 
what was propoſed out of * thoſe doubted Books, if that Lord would" conſent to 
Myr. Hooker's Fudgment in thoſe Books which were undoubted. The ſame may 
I ay concerning the Judgment of ſuch Divines as Mr. F. H. hath quoted, 
we will ſtand to what is bur weakly and imperrinently quoted from thoſe 
Divines, if they will ſtand to what is more marurely and pertinently by 
them alledged and proved, agreeably alſo to their own practice for Dioce- 
{an Epiſcopacy, as eſtabliſhed in the Church of England. | 

If thoſe Difſenters who were ſo importunare and induftrious to advance - 
their Diſcipline on the ruines of the eftabliſhed Church, had proceeded on 
the Principles laid down by the Divines above-mentioned; whereof this is 
-one that they lay hold on (viz.) That the forms of Government not being 
plainly expreſt in Scripture, are alterable, and may by the Authority of the Civil 
Magiftrate be determined to thu or that ſpecies ( which yet they will not grant 
of their own Diſcipline) they ought then to acquieſce 1m that Government 
which was eſtabliſhed, and to which all thoſe Divines moſt willingly ſubmitted, 
as the beſt in all the Chriſtian World ; and though by reaſon of ther dzfſent 
from it, they had drawn on themſelves the execution of ſome moderate Penalties, 
yet if they had been-fully perſwaded that they did ſuffer for a good Conſcience, 
and for Righteouſneſs ſake, they ought like good Chriſtians to have taken it pa* 
tiently, and not by Railing, by Seaition, by forming Schiſms, and meditating , 
Rebellions, ſeek to avenge themſelves, and return evil for evil, but contrarily 
bleſſing, being thereto called by the Example and Precepts of their great Ma- 
ſter ; but when they returned evil for good, and hatred for good-will, and thought 
themſelves perſecuted, becauſe they could not graſp a Power to perſecute their Su- 
periours; thu was not agreeable to that wiſdom that comes from above, which #s 
firſt pure, then ' arr gentie, and eaſie to be intreated.. And if our pre- 
ſent Diſſenters be ſatisfied of the purity of our Dotrine, they may by rhe 
Principles which are laid down, fubmir to thar Diſcipline and Government 
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that Authority doth eſtabliſh, chere being nothing 1n it contrary to the Word 
of God, but - wholly agreeable to the conttanr practice of the Univertal 
Church. | ; 

I rhink it ſufficient to ſolve all thar hath been alledged our of our Divines ' 

ro clear theſe rwo things. | 
1. Whar kind of Government was ſerled by the Apoſtles. | 

2. What Anſwer may be given ro the Objections ſo often mentioned from 
St. Hierom, | 

As to the firſt, it ts evident, that there was a Superiority in the Apoſtles ro 
thoſe to whom they commirred the care of the teyeral Churches, whether 
they were Biſhops or Presbyrers ; and as the Apoſtles dyed, their Succeffors 
in Eccleſiaſtical Power, who'in all Ages were the Biſhops, were the Subjects 
of that Superiority ; ſuch as Timorhy, Titus, Clemen, Linus, &c. and their Suc- 
cefſors as they ftand recorded in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ; for whar the Apotles 
did for the perperual Order and Government of the Church, was agreeable 
ro our Saviour's Inſtitution, and all Anriquity bears proof to this Truth, thar 
from the Apoſtles days there were ſetled in the moſt eminent Churches of Hie- 
ruſaiem, Rome, Antioch, and Alexandra, ſeveral Biſhops thar had a Superiority 
over the Presbyrers, in their reſpective Churches, and that rhe three Orders 
of Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, were eftabliſhed in thoſe Churches in thoſe | 
pureſt and moſt Primitive times; infomuch that they who will not admir thoſe 
Teſtimonies, will be ro ſeek for one of the beſt Proofs for the Canon of the 
Scriprure. As therefore we believe the Succeffion of Roman Emperours from 
the Writings of ſuch Hiſtorians as lived near their times, ſo may we believe 
the truth of fach Orders of Men, and of their Succefſions, as it is delivered 
by Men of good Credit and Honeſty, thar lived near thoſe times, and have 
handed down in undoubred written Records, from Age to Age, St. Polycarp, 
Tenatius, Clemens, who converſed with the Apoſtles ; Ireneus, F auſtin Martyr, 
and others, that lived with them ; then Origen, Clem. Alexandrinus, Tertullian, 
who ſucceeded them, and many others, who lived within rwo hundred years 
after the Apoſtles, from whom Evſebius had the Materials of his Hiſtory, and 
refers to them for the truth of his Relariqns. 

He had rhe Acts of rhe Martyrs, and the Books of Hegeſippus, concerning 
the Acts of the Church ; from which, and orher helps, from the very Perſe- 
cutors of the Chriſtians, he compiled his Hiſtory, and particularly the: Suc- 
ceſlion of Biſhops. Clemens Rom. in his Epiſtle to the Corinthians, ſpeaks 
of rhe Officers of the Church in his time, alluding to rhoſe under the Law : ; 
The High-Prieſt hath his Office, the - Prieſt his Station, and the Levite his | 
Miniſtry, the Lay-man his Office ; let every one worſhip God in his Order. 
Inatius mentions theſe Three Orders in his Epiſtles fo plainly, that the Ene- 
mies of thoſe Orders have martyred him again in his Reputation, denying 
his Epiſtles ro be: genuine, which rhe Learned Biſhop Pearſo hath irrefraga- 
bly afſerred ; and ſo-hath Dr. Beveridg2 the Authority of Apoſtolical Canons, 
which have been owned by the Councils, and expreſly aflert the Three Or- 
ders ; fo thar tho? while rhe Apoſtles lived the Names might be confounded, © 
yet immediately on their deaths, all Ancient Writers have diſtinguiſhed them.; 
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becauſe ſach as ſucceeded to their Power were Biffiops ; and yet all the 
Miniiters or Elders were not ſo, for a Parity is uſually rhe Parent of Confu- 
fion 5 and if ſuch a Parity had been ſetled by Chritt or his Apottles, how could 
ir be, that as St. Hierom ſays, The whole World ſhould agree for prevention of 
Schiſm, to alter woat Cirift had eſtabliſh:d : Was the whole World (:. e. )- e- 
very particular Church ( which are it ſeems agreed on ſerting up a Biſhop- 
above Presbyrers) wiſer rhan our Saviour ; or had they Authority lo to do ? 
And if they did ſo by fufficient Authority, why will the Presbyrers as gene- 
rally agree to pull them down now, as their Ancients did to fer them up ? 
*-So that I ſee no ſhadow of Reaſon, why we may not ſubſcribe ro that which 
is ſaid before the Book of Confecration, That it x evident to all Men diligently 
reading the Holy Scripture, and Ancient Authors, that from the Apoſtles. time, 
there have been ever theſe Orders of Miniſters in the Church, Biſhopy, Prieſts, 
and Deacons. | 
2. Asto St. Hierom's Teſtimony, the import of it is this, Thar tho' the 
Apoſtles had a Superiority ever Presbyrers, yer when they died they did nor 
bequeath that Power to others, bur left it in commoty to the Presbyrers, 
whoſe management of it was ſuch, as irbegart Schiſms and Animofities ; for 
ſuppreſſion of which ir was thought fir through the whole World. to chule 
our of the body of the” Presbyrers, one thar ſhould have a Preſidency over 
the reſt ; ſo thar this Pretidency was not an Apoſtolical Inſtitution, bur Ec- 
clefiaſtical and Prudenrial Conſtitution, wherein St. Fferom doth nor only 
contradict rhe Joynt Suffrage of all the Ancients, but his own Teſtimony. 
Againſt this Opinion of St. Hierom ſome affirm, rhat whar he faid was in 
a Diſcourſe againſt ſame proud Deacons, that would equal themſelves with 
the Presbyrers, which was as great a preſumprion as to invade the Office of / 
the Biſhops, ſecing in moſt things (as St. Hrerom (ays) the Biſhops and Presby- 
ters were of the ſame Power; for, Qu# patiatur, faith St. Hierom, &c. Who 
ean-endure thar they whoſe Office 1r was to attend on Tables and Widows, 
ſhould equal themſelves to thoſe, at whoſe Prayers the Body and Blood of 
Chfitt is conſecrated. Bur to ler this pals, I fay, 2. This Opinion of his re-- 
* flects on our Saviour and his Apoftles, as if they had nor ſufficiently provi- 
ded for the future Peace of the Church ; and thar if rhe Presbyrers in after- 
Ages had nor been more provident, the Church would have wanted a Re- 
medy againſt Schiſms : And if ſuch a Remedy were thought neceſſary by 
the whole World, (of Presbyters) then is the Office of a Biſhop founded on 
. Natural Reaſon, for- it is moſt true thar the Peace of the Church (which 
conſiſts of a great number of the Ctergy, which are as ſubject to Paſſions as 
other Men ) cannor be ſecured in St. Hierow's Opinion, without a Superior 
Power over them : Cui fi non exors & ab omnibus eminens detur peteſtas tot itl 
Eccleſin efficientur Schiſmata quot Sacerdetes : To which, if all the reſt of the 
Clergy do nor yield' Obedience, rhere may be as many Schiſms in the Church 
. 48,there are Prieſts. And thus ir would follow, rhar neither Chriſt nor his | 
Apoſtles did provide fo well for the Churches Peace, as common Prudence, 


and Natural Reaſon would direct, ' 
2. Ir 


> 
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2. Ir being grantcd there was a Superiority in the Apoſiles, it is alledged 
Thar after their Deaths, the Government, for a long time, fell to the ſeveral, * 
Presbyrers, until the inconveniency of it appeared by the increaſe of Schiſmg; # 
and then it was agreed, Toto orbe, through the whole World, to advance one 
Presbyter with Power oyer the reft. © Bur when the Succeſſion of Biſhops is -- 
apparently recorded in moſt of the eminent Churches, immediately after the :; 
deceaſe of rhe Apofiles, it is an incredible ftory to rell us," that the Power af '? 
Governing the Church was in the Body of the Presbyters, of which there is 7 
not the leaſt Teſtimony in Antiquity for any one Church, nor any for the * 
"Time, Place, or Perſons, when this Toto orbe decretum, this new alteration. : 

' ſhould be made ; nor 1s it probable thar all rhe World would agree ar once A 
tro make an alteration in Church-Government ; fo thar the reſulr is this: 
There was a Superiority in'the Apoſtles days, which ceaſed for a while, and 
then the Presbyrers raiſed in common ; bur that Rule or Government was ? 
found ro he rhe occaſion of many Schiſms, and then the Apaſtolical Superio-. '; 
riry was decreed by all to be Re-eſtabliſhed. 4. St. Hierom's words do nar # 
conſiſt with themſelves 3 for when he ſays theſe Presbyrers did exalr one *? 
choſen from among themſelves, to a higher degree, whom they named a Bi -/ 
ſhop, how can thar confift with whar immediately fallows : Thar a Presby- 
ter had not the Power of Ogdaining. Quid enim facit exceptis Ordinations © 

' Epiſcopys quod non faciat Presbiter : It ſeems by this the ancient Presbyrters 
did firſt for neceflary Cauſes, firſt ſer up Biſhops, and then it will ſound ill if 3 

, -our new Presbyrers ſhould pur them down, unneceſſarily. So that the moſt 7 
oof whar hath been alledged from the Divines of the Church of England in! 
favour of Mr. F. H's New Model, depending on the Teſtimony of St. Hie- 
70m, and rhar being proved to be a ſingle and lender Opinion, 'contrary to ® 
the Practice of all Churches, and nor conſiſtent with itſelf : I ſuppoſe the * 
Reader will nor be of Mr.*H's mind, to deftroy the eſtabliſhed Conftiturion,”? 
for a new, dangerons, and impracticable Invention, which indeed was no 4 
elder then Socinus, the firſt Jnventer of Independent Churches, granting to * 

. every Congregation a Power to Elect their Church-Officers for Governing * 
their Aﬀairs,. and deciding of Controverſies. And by this Defign I perceive 
Mr. F. H. isof the fame Judgment with Dr..Owen, as well in Chyrch-Di- * 
ſcipline, as in Do@rine, whoſe Treatiſe of The In-dweling of the Spirit, and | 
Praying by the Spirit, ( not withour a Contempt of our Lord's Prayer ) Mr. 3 
F. H. mn his peaceable Diſquifirions and Animadverſions on a Diſcourſe wtit\' 
againſt Dr. Ower's:: ook of the Holy Spirit, he attempts to reconcile ro the + 
Truth, as now he <doth the Independent Principles and Practices with the * 

Church of England. . | 
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